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RAILROAD VANDALISM 

WEDNESDAY, KABCH d,  1977 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
SUBCOMMITTEE ON CRIME OF THE 

COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY, 
Washington, D.C, 

The subcommittee met at 10 a.m., room 2237, Raybum House 
Office Building, the Honorable John Conyers, Jr. [chairman of the 
subcommittee] presiding. 

Present: Representatives Conyers, Gudger, Volkmer, Ashbrook, 
and Sawyer. 

Staff present: Leslie E. Freed, counsel; Gene Gleason, investigator; 
Thomas N. Boyd, associate counsel; Dorothy C. Wadley and Martha 
K. Brown, assistants. 

Mr. CONYERS. Good morning. The subcommittee will come to 
order. 

The Subcommittee on Crime of the House Committee on the 
Judiciary is beginning hearings today on what we consider to be a 
critical subject that has in some ways been ignored across the years by 
both branches of the Congress; the question of railroad vandalism 
and some of the injuries and the serious damages that are a conse- 
quence thereof. 

We have found out already that in 1976 there were some 42,564 
acts of vandalism, which is dangerous, not only to the passengers, but 
also to people who man the trains on our Nation's railways. 

This vandalism cost has exceeded $5J^ million in 1976 alone. 
What we are trying to do here today is to focus on this problem 

of the injuries and the deaths that have resulted because of people 
shooting or throwing missiles at moving trains. We must ask the 
question whether there is any legislation at the Federal level that 
may be required, to remedy the problem. Because of the fact that 
one of the former members of tne subcommittee, Mr. Hughes, of 
New Jersey has introduced legislation, we thought this would be an 
appropriate time to address the issue. The subcommittee will com- 
mence its work in this session of Congress on these hearings. 

A complicating factor is that railroad employees, when they are 
injured, are not eligible for the benefits that might accrue under the 
Federal Employees Liability Act—FELA—since, of course, railroad 
negligence is almost never involved. 

.Mid so we have statistics from the Federal Railroad Administration 
that point out that there were 1,330 rail accidents over the last 10 or 11 
years, and more than 20 people have been killed and hundreds 
mjured. 

(1) 



We think that this is an important subject matter and, although 
there are at least four parts of the United States Code, Title 18, that 
apply, none specifically deals with the problem, thus we have legisla- 
tion introduced by our colleague from New Jersey, the Honorable 
Bill Hughes, a member of the committee. 

We are also going to hear testimony from the Department of 
Justice, from those who are working and operating on the railroads, 
and we have a letter from the American Association of Railroads 
to be introduced into the record, and we will ask the Federal Railroad 
Administration for their views. 

Are there any statements by my colleagues before we begia? 
Mr. AsHBROOK. Mr. Chairman, I certainly concur in everything 

you have said and I merely want to apologize in advance to my good 
iriend and able colleague, the gentleman from New Jersey. I would 
like the gentleman to understand he has other commitments. Unfor- 
tunately—I should not say unfortunatelj'—this morning, the Secretary 
of Labor is testifying before one of my other committees and I honestly 
think I probably should be present, since it is the picketing bill, and 
he has important statements to make, and I will be m and out. I want 
you to know, merely it is not because of the lack of interest in either 
your statement or the legislation here. 

Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
Mr. CoNYBRS. We now welcome our colleague, a former member of 

the subcommittee, for his introductory remarks in connection with 
this legislation. 

TESTIMONY OF HON. WILLIAM J. HUGHES, A REPRESENTATIVE 
IN CONGRESS FROM THE STATE OF NEW JERSEY 

Mr. HUGHES. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
I am going to say to the chairman and my colleagues on the sub- 

committee that I regret not being able to rejoin you this year, but as 
the chairman well knows, I did receive an as.signment to the Sub- 
committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries, and I have a number 
of different areas in my district, such as ocean dumping pertinent to 
200-mile limits, so that I just cannot do everything and, unfortunately, 
I had to give up my assignment on the Subcommittee on Crime. 

Mr. Chairman, I want to commend you and the members of the 
Subcommittee on Crime for scheduling this hearing today and focusing 
greater attention on the problem of railroad vandalism. 

I appreciate having this opportunity to testify and to discuss my 
legislation, H.R. 4507. 

[A copy of H.R. 4507 follows:] -. ,„,    .,».,> 
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99TH CONOBESS 
InSaMUnr H. R. 4507 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPEESlCNTATIVES 

MARCH 4,1977 
Mr. HcoiiES introduced the following bill; which was referred to the Com- 

mittee on the Judiciary 

A BILL 
To amend title 18 of the United States Code to impose criminal 

penalties on certain persons who fire firearms or throw 

objects at certain railroad trains, engines, motor units, or 

cars, and for other purposes. 

1 Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representa- 

2 tives of the United States of America in Congress assembled, 

3 That chapter 97  (relating to railroads)  of title 18 of the 

4 United States Code is amended by adding at the end the 

5 following new section: 

6 "§1993. Committing acts dangerous to persons on board 

7 trains 

8 " (a) Whoever knowingly throws, drops, projects, or in 

9 any manner propels any object at or upon any railroad train, 
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1 railroad engine, railroad motor unit, or railroad car used by 

2 any common carrier by railroad that engages in the trans- 

3 portation of passengers or property by rail in interstate or 

4 foreign commerce shall, if such throwing, dropping, project- 

5 ing, or propelling could reasonably be expected to cause 

6 physical injury to a person, be punished as provided in sub- 

7 section (c) of this section. 

8 "(b) Whoever knowingly fires any firearm, as such 

9 term is defined by section 91(a) (3)  of this title, at any 

10 raib*oad train, railroad engine, railroad motor unit, or rail- 

11 road car used by any common carrier by railroad that en- 

12 gages in the transport of passengers or property by rail in 

13 interstate or foreign commerce shall be punished as provided 

14 in subsection (o) of this section. 

15 "(c)  The penalties for the offenses defined in this sec- 

16 tion are as follows: 

17 • "(1) For violation of subsection (a) or (b) of this 

18 section— 

19 "(•^) that results in the death of a person, a 

20 fine of not more than $15,000, or imprisonment for 

21 not more than fifteen years, or both; or 

22 "(B)  that results in physical injury to, but not 

23 the death of, any person, a fine of not more than 

24 $10,000, or imprisonment for not more than five 

25 years, or both. 
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1 " (2) For a violation of subsection (a) of this sec- 

2 tion not result in physical injury to or the death of any 

3 person, a fine of not more than $1,000, or imprisonment 

4 for not more than one year, or both. 

5 " (3) For a violation of subsection (b) of this seo- 

6 tion not resulting in physical injury to or the death of 

7 any person, a fine of not more than $5,000, or imprison- 

8 ment for not more than three years, or both." 

9 SEC. 2. The table of sections for chapter 97 of title 18 

10 of the United States Code is amended by adding at the end 

11 the following new item: 

"1993. Committing acts dangerous to persons on board trains.". 

12 SEC. 3. Section 1991 of title 18 of the United States 

13 Code is amended— 

14 (1) by striking out ", in any Territory or District, 

15 or within or upon any place within the exclusive juris- 

IR (1)  by striking out ", in any Territory or District, 

17 or within or upon any place within the exclusive jurisdic- 

18 tion of the United States," where it appears in the first 

19 paragraph; 

20 (2) by striking out ", within such jurisdiction," 

21 where it appears in the second paragraph; and 

22 (3) by inserting "used by any common carrier by 

23 railroad that engages in the transport of passengers or 

21 property by rail in interstate or foreign commerce" 
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1 immediately after "locomotive" the first place "locomo- 

2 tive" appears in each of tlie first two paragraphs. 

8 SEC. 4. Section 1992 of title 18 of the United States 

4 Code is amended by striking out "train, engine, motor unit, 

5 or car used, operated, or employed in interstate or foreign 

6 commerce by any railroad" and insert'mg in lieu thereof the 

7 following: "railroad train, railroad engine, raih"oad motor 

8 unit, or raihoad car used by any common carrier by rail- 

9 road that engtiges in the transport of passengers or property 

10 by rail in interstate or foreign commerce". 



Mr. HUGHES. The increasing number of stonings, shootings, and 
other attacks directetl against the Nation's railroads is cause for very 
serious concern. This is a problem which is not widely known outside of 
those who regularly ride or work on trains. However, those that are 
familiar with the problem are aware that instances of individuals 
throwing rocks, bricks, bottles, ami other objects at railroad trains, as 
well as sniper incidents have reached horrifying proportions. 

Together, these amount to what you have aptly described as 
guerrilla warfare being conducted against the Nation's railroads. 

Two incidents that occurred last year serve to illustrate the severity 
of the problem. In one incident, in Chicago, a 27-year-old fireman 
was killed when struck by a half empty beer bottle somebody threw 
at a train. In another case, a 67-year-old passenger on a train near 
Boston was killed by a large brick dropped from an overpass. 

Some of these attacks are conceivably the ill considered act of some 
individual, often a juvenile, who does not appreciate the danger. In 
many other instances, however, they are the product of elaborate 
planning, or committed under such circumstances where the individuals 
mvolved must have contemplated serious injury resulting from their 
actions. This is particularly true when firearms are involved or when 
heavy objects are suspended from railroad underpasses at a height 
where the train cannot avoid colliding with the object. 

It is almost unbelievable that there are individuals who will throw 
bricks or bottles at a train, or shoot at a train, or place obstructions in 
the path of a train as if it were a toy target at some penny arcade. Yet, 
it happens more often than we care to discuss, sometimes with tragic 
results. 

I firmly believe that there continues to be an urgent need to provide 
great«r protection to the Nation's railroad passengers and workers 
From this type of offensive attack. The individuals making these at- 
tacks must be made to realize that this type of activity creates a very 
grave risk of death or injury, and that shootings and stonings along 
railroad rights-of-way will not be tolerated. 

The legislation I have introduced, H.R. 4507, would make it a 
Federal offense to knowingly throw objects at railroad trains if such 
an action could reasonably be expected to cause physical injury to a 
person. 

In addition, the proposed legislation would make it unlawful for 
any person to fire a gun at a train. 

The proposed penalties vary in severity, but depending upon 
whether death or injury resulted from the action, or whether a firearm 
was involved. 

A law such as I am proposing is not a new concept. A substantial 
number of States already have some type of statute on their books 
concerning stoning or shooting at trains, or both. Still other States have 
laws on reckless endangerment or assault that are intended to cover 
this type of offense. 

Accordingly, in enacting the type of law that I am proposing, we 
would not be creating a new crime. In other words, we would not be 
making unlawful a certain course of conduct that is now lawful. The 
real innovation is that we would be making this type of activity a 
Federal offense, instead of relying on local enforcement of State laws. 
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Philosophically I am reluctant to enact Federal laws on subjects 
where States are capable of solving the problem. However, after a 
careful examination of the problem of railroad vandalism, I feel there 
is not only precedence, but also compelling public policy reasons for 
enacting a Federal statute on this subject. 

First of all, there is already a long history of Federal commitment 
toward maintaining the safety of the Nation's rail line. There are 
numerous Federal laws on the books making certain types of activity 
with respect to railroads a Federal offense. These include theft from 
railroads, and efforts to wreck or disable a railroad train. 

Many of these statutes were enacted even though they covered 
activity that was already illegal under State law, on the grounds that 
States were unable to enectively deal with crimes against railroads. 

Legislation similar to my proposal was passed bv the Senate during 
the 90th Congress, although no action was taken by the House. 

In addition, I might point out that, in recent years, the Federal 
Government has had an increasingly large stake of the wellbeing of 
the Nation's railroad, not only through subsidies, but by being the 
source of the enabling statutes for Amtrack and ConRail. Together 
with the Federal regulatory functions over railroads, it is clear that 
railroads are increasingly interrelated with the activities of the 
Federal Government. 

A second major point is that although there are numerous State 
laws prohibiting railroad vandalism and sabotage, the effectiveness of 
those pro\'isions are seriously undercut by low levels of enforcement, 
and the widely varying nature of those laws from one jurisdiction to 
another. 

The ineffectiveness of State enforcement is evident not only from 
the sheer number of assaults, but also the fact that they are on the 
increase. In addition, the Federal Railroad Administration recently 
had occasion to comment on this problem and indicated that virtually 
all of the ways they explored to alleviate this problem has met with 
failure. Certainly this fact alone would indicate that some expanded 
Federal role is necessarj' and desirable. 

Finally, as a practical matter, railroad commerce and interstate 
commerce are virtually synonjTnous. Every day, the workers on the 
Nation's railroad travel many hundreds of miles by rail through a 
large number of jurisdictions with varying laws and varying levels of 
enforcement relating to rock throwing or shooting incidents, or efforts 
at sabotage. 

It seems to me that a very impelling case can be made for affording 
those workers and passengers the same degree of protection regard- 
less of the jurisdiction through which they are traveling. 

Mr. Chairman, 10 years ago, the Senate Judiciary Committee 
made the following observation, and I quote: 

Incidents of stoning and shooting at trains, as well as other acts of vandalism, 
are becoming more numerous in all parts of the country. Despite the efforts of the 
railroads and local authorities, the situation is growing worse. Although there has 
been an increase in the numl)er of persons apprehended for vandalizing trains, the 
number of trains vandalized and the number of persons injured as a result thereof 
has increased. 

Unfortunately, that statement is truer today than it was 10 years 
ago. Although the remedv might be different than the one I had 
proposed, I feel convinced that there is an urgent need for greater 



9 

action to eliminate the senseless and violent attacks against indi- 
viduals working and riding on the Nation's rail lines. 

Mr. Chairman, again 1 thank the committee for their time and 
consideration, and urge this committee to act in an expeditious 
fashion, as I know the committee will, on H.R. 4507 or related 
legislation. 

Mr. CoNYERS. Thanks Bill. That is a good way to get our hearing 
off to a start. You have made a thoughtful statement and accompanied 
it with legislation that seems to addres.s the problem pretty well. 

You know, as you were talking about this casual attitude toward 
violence that characterizes the problem that your legislation addresses, 
I could not help but think about increased television violence. It has 
got to be influencing a lot of the people, most of whom I would suspect 
are the juveniles, who are resi)onsible for this increase in railroad 
vandalism. 

You know, we almost have a society now where people blowing up 
a building or a truck pushing people off high j)laces, is commonplace. 
All manners of violence are j)erpetrated daily—nightly on the tube— 
and almost all of our youngsters are getting a free lesson in gratuitous 
violence. Thank goodness only a few of them are participating in it, 
but worse than that, all of them are getting used to the notion of 
violence existing in our society. 

I am reminded that there was a newspaper article in either the 
Times or the Post that pointed out that many youngsters are afraid 
to go out of their homes, that they expect violence to be visited upon 
them whether they have had some evidence of a violent nature, and 
I think this entire atmos[)here pinpoints that. Railroad vandalism 
is on the increase and as you know our crime rates unfortunately 
show very little inclination for dropping. 

Now, is there any way that the State pro.secutors can be taken to 
task, because your jjoint is probably one of the more serious objections 
to Federal legislation, that there are crimes on the books all ready, 
I was just wondering if this subcommittee or ourselves in our individual 
capacity could go before the Association of State Prosecutors—and 
you probably were one, whatever the national organization may be— 
and put the problem to them directly. 

Mr. HUGHES. I think, Mr. Chairman, that is not only possible, 
but probably desirable. I think one of the problems has been that the 
prosecutors perhaps throughout the country have not really put the 
priority that is necessary on this type of crime. I do not have to tell 
you that the average county prosecutor or district attorney is just 
overloaded with work. They have a very difficult time really trying 
to handle the case load that they have. With the advent of plea 
bargaining which came about jjrimariij' because of the tremendous 
work loads, unfortunately, this ty{)e of offense is relegated to a fairly 
low priority. It is unfortunate that this is the case. I suspect that it 
does require more attention focused upon these particular crimes. 

I would think that the railroad industry, the worker organizations 
that are concerned about the crimes, would be well advised to do the 
same thing we are doing totlay; that is to start focusing more atten- 
tion upon such problems, certainly at the State level; but that is not 
entirely the answer. I think the present piecemeal approach, with 
each jurisdiction being a little tlifferent, is not the right approach 
for crimes that are more interstate than not. 
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It seems to me that we place enough Federal emphasis upon our 
rail corridors and that we have enough of a Federal involvement in 
the corridors, that it is an area of criminal activity that we should 
examine for potential Federal legislation. I think it is important for a 
railroad employee or passenger riding on our rail lines to—to rely 
on some degree of consistencj^ some degree of uniform enforcement; 
and that is not occurring today. 

Mr. CoNYERS. Mr. Gudger, we welcome you to the subcommittee, 
and we are wondering if you have any questions to the witness? 

Mr. GUDGER. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
I apologize that I was a few minutes late, but I came immediately 

from a full committee meeting of the Interior Committee. I would 
like to ask one question of Congressman Hughes. 

I am very sympathetic with your legislation, and I ask—I was 
thinking about it here as you were making your remarks it occurred 
to me, first, that possibly the protections that your bill seeks to 
provide for occupants of trains might likewise be provided to the 
occupants of trucks and vehicles on a public highway, and then it 
occurred to me that our public highways have a great law enforcement 
force which is protecting those who use those highways, and that this 
force is not available to protect those who are in the train corridors, 
as you referred to, and that there is a vast distinction between the 
protection that is provided for those who are transporting gootls by 
motor carrier and those that are transporting goods by rail line be- 
cause of the State highway patrols that patrol the public highway. 

Would you care to comment on this, about the vacuum that exists 
so far as protection along the rail corridors, so far as State law en- 
forcement is concerned? 

Is there a relative vacuum? 
Aren't you having to do your own policing, so to speak? 
Mr. HUGHES. I think that that is the case. It is unfortunate that the 

rail corridors have been largely neglected. I think that is the occasion 
for this particular legislation. I personally, and as a chairman, and 
some of my colleagues know—am opposed generally to Federal 
legislation where the States can perhaps address the problem without 
Federal involvement. 

I think that localities and States can often address law enforcement 
problems a lot more effectively than the Federal Government. But I 
think that we have a tremendous gap when it comes to the rail cor- 
ridors, and I think my colleagues well know that the Federal Govern- 
ment's commitment to the railroads is a lot more than it has been in 
the years past; unfortunately, we have not really been focusing upon 
this particular crime problem. The chairman has tremendous problems 
in his area with the railroad vandalism, and ever>' day there are all 
types of senseless crimes being directed at rail lines. I think that we 
can help fill the gap with this tj-pe of legislation, and I think we will 
achieve the kind of consistency that I believe that those riding the 
rail lines and those employed by the rail lines have a right to expect. 
So I do think there is a need for Federal involvement. 

Mr. GUDGER. Congressman Hughes, one further question. 
I notice that probably your comments do not address the incidents 

of railroad crime and assault-type crime, but that perhaps others will 
be doing so during the course of these hearings. Has any study been 
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made to find out where there are pockets of experience, where there 
is a high rate of assaultive-type conduct? 

I mentioned the situation in the chairman's area, and I think of the 
situation in my own State of North Carolina, and I can recall that 
there are certam areas in which there seems to have been much higher 
incidence of railroad vandalism and, of course, assaultive-type conduct 
in my own State. 

Have you made any special study to find the precise areas where 
there has been a high incidence of this type of crime? 

Mr. HuGHKs. There is that data, and you have a number of witnesses 
that will be testifying here today, that will provide specific incidents 
and specific places where that type of assault and sabotage occur. 
And even though I do not think the data is as comprehensive as we 
would like it to be, there is a great deal of information available. It 
is our hope that perhaps by beginning the dialog on this issue we 
will begin to amass the additional data that I thmk you would like 
to have and I would like to see. But we will get a lot of information, 
I think, from the various witnesses that are to appear here today. We 
will hear from a pretty broad cross section who will testify about the 
types of crimes being committed and the areas where the crimes seem 
to occur. 

Of course, they are more localized in the urban than they are in the 
small rural areas and, of course, they often follow a pattern. 

As the chairman has indicated, unfortunately, one event triggers 
a lot of other events; somebody suspends a refrigerator from an 
overpass and that gets some publicity and a lot of people try the same 
thing. The same thing occurred a few years ago with skyjacking, 
where one skyjacking triggered a lot of skyjacking. Unfortunately, we 
are the victims of suggestion by TV and the mass media. Our "young 
people often get the unpression that such conduct is fashionable and 
acceptable; violence has become a way of life, to some extent because 
of the power of suggestion by the mass media. You pick up a news- 
paper every day, and after you read it you think tne world is just 
falling apart; you really do not get the other side of life often. 

But the people that are a little sick, youngsters who are impressed, 
learn a lot from these incidents and, unfortunately, the only way we 
can begin to address that problem is by more balanced programing 
and coverage. 

The crimes directed at railroads perhaps do need a more effective 
approach at the local level; but I do not think that the inconsistency 
that you have between jurisdictions lends itself to the type of enforce- 
ment that those that ride the corridors have a right to expect. 

So, for that reason I think it is important that we are beginning 
this dialog. The real issue is whether Congress should address it 
from a uniform, consistent enforcement standpoint. I believe we must, 
and when we do we will begin to focus more effectively on this partic- 
ular type of crime. 

Mr. GuDGER. One final question, Mr. Hughes. 
I see your bill as generating or creating a new criminal offense of 

Federal jurisdiction, and I perceive that creating this new crime 
would then permit Federal enforcement and, hopefully, an ability 
for Federal investigation and Federal enforcement to deal with these 
pockets. 
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I wonder if we define the pocket specifically enough, if we could 
reassure ourselves that perhaps the degree of enforcement expense 
would not be sta^ering? 

Mr. HUGHES. Well, I suspect that it •ight be very difficult to 
try to focus on specific pockets of crime. What is a problem area 
today may not be a problem area tomorrow, and just vice versa. I 
think, if you are going to approach it hotiL a Federal standpoint and 
attempt to employ the resources of the Federal Government, you 
have to have a statute that applies throughout the country. I do not 
think that we can depend upon the present incidents in one area as 
being the area of utmost concern for tomorrow. I think it can change, 
and I think it would be very difficult also to try to approach it from 
a piecemeal standpoint. 

I question whether that is the way to legislate. 
Mr. GuDGER. Mr. Chairman, one final observation. 
I did not mean to suggest that the law should be anything less than 

uniform, if it be enacted. I merely suggested that possibly it would 
not mean that we would have to have police units in every State in 
the Union, in every county, in every State. 

Mr. HUGHES. Oh, I understand you, and I quite agree. I think 
that in most instances where the incidence is very high we already 
have the FBI and other Federal resources available. As you know, 
the FBI is already dealing with robberies, burglaries, and a whole 
host of other Federal offenses within the State. I think that we do 
have the resources to address this type of crime. 

Mr. CoNYERS. I had a lot of press calls already and I know you have, 
too. Well, Bill, suppose as a result of these hearings there is an increase 
in vandalistic attacks, would we be culpable too as part of the problem, 
especially if we do not finally pass a bill? 

Mr. HUGHES. Yes, I think that there is a responsibility. There 
obviously is a demonstrated need. We have, I think, a tremendous gap. 
The facts and figures indicate that this type of crime is on the increase, 
and I think that this committee has to decide whether or not there are 
overriding public policy reasons for the Federal Government to step in 
to try to fill what, in essence, is a gap. 

Mr. CoNYERS. Well, then I hope the media cautiously reports our 
activities here today. I introduce our new colleague from Michigan, 
whom we welcome to the Judiciary Committee and the subcommitt«e, 
Mr. Harold Sawyer. 

Mr. SAWYER. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
I, too, am sorry I was late. I came from another committee meeting 

myself. In fact, I left before it was finished to get here. I am an ex- 
{)rosecutor and before that a trial lawyer, so I am a little—I have a 
ittle point or two of curiosity about this bill. 

In Michigan, for example, whose laws I am reasonably familiar with, 
having worked with them for some 30 years, you say it is a 90-tlay jail 
or a $100 fine for shooting a gun at a train and killing somebody. Now, 
that is not correct. Maybe if you threw a rock at a train and missed it, 
you might get a $1.90 fine or 90 days in jail, or whatever, but in Mich- 
igan, if you shoot a gun at a train or throw a rock at a train and kill 
somebody, you know, the penalty is fairly serious. 

I recognize that was not your testimony, but this is part of the 
argument in the writing here. 
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I wonder why we need, you know—and I would guess now—I am 
not familiar with the laws of every State, but I would guess in most 
States of the Union if you fire a gun willfully at a train and kill some- 
body, you are probably talking second degree murder, if you did not 
have a specific victim and a purpose, and in most cases the second 
degree murder is considerably tougher than what you have outlined 
here or, like a 15-year maximum. In most States it would bring life and 
perhaps give you the option of parole as opposed to first degree—in 
Michigan there is no parole on first degree and you are—the only 
difTerence is on second degree you are eligible. 

I just wonder what we accomplish if we wanted to limit the penalty 
down to the question if you throw something at a train and miss it, 
or just hit the train and do not hurt anybody. Then I see no argument 
against maybe having a provision that would toughen the penalty, 
but certainly if you do these things and either kill somebody or 
injure somebody, in most States of the Union—and I would guess 
in every State of the Union—the penalty is tougher than the penalties 
you have here. And State law enforcement, from all I have observed— 
and I have served on both sides of the fence for a long time—is a 
lot tougher and faster than Federal law enforcement, because the 
Federal courts, as you know, are really clogged up, and the FBI 
is really thinly manned out in the boondocks where I come from, so 
I just wonder what we accomplish with this, except maybe a tougher 
uniform thing for somebody who throws a rock and misses, who 
does not hurt anybody. 

Mr. HUGHES. Well, I think your point is well taken, Mr. Sawyer, 
insofar as penalties provide. It does vary from State to State and I 
would suspect that the penalty provisions in this legislation, if we 
were to survey, would probably be a median of the penalty provisions 
throughout the country. 

I think the penalty provisions really are not the most important 
aspect at this point. This is the beginning of a dialog. Certainly, the 
penalty provisions could be up to 30 years or whatever this committee 
decides is appropriate. 

That is really not the big issue. 
Mr. SAWYER. This is the big issue—whether or not we inject Federal 

jurisdiction into something that is essentially a crime committed 
within a State, wherever it is. It has to be within a State. 

Mr. HUGHES. Of course. I am an old prosecutor, too. As my colleague 
knows, bank crimes are committed within States and post office 
crimes have to be committed within a State and they are a Federal 
crime. In fact, most Federal crimes are committed within a State. 
It is a question of whether or not we want to bring Federal resources 
to bear upon other types of crime. 

Now, we made a valued judgment that crimes against banks with 
a national charter for instance, will bring Federal resources to bear 
upon the actor. The railroad corridors today are important in interstate 
commerce. The question once again is whether or not we believe that 
there is a need, whether there are enough policy reasons to bring, 
once again. Federal resources to bear upon crimes against our railroads. 
We already make certain actions agamst railroad property a Federal 
offense. 

I have come down, even though I am philosophically generally 
opposed to having the Federal Government pick up any additional 

ar-OM o - 77 - a 
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responsibilities where the States can do an adequate job, on the side 
of r ederal involvement on this issue. 

The Federal Government does have a lot at stake with the railroads. 
We have a deep commitment to Amtrak and Con Rail. There is merit 
to the argument that we need some degree of uniformity in both the 
law and in enforcement. I think there are overriding pubhc policy 
reasons why we should be trying to bring our Federal law enforcement 
resources to bear upon these crimes. 

Mr. SAWYER. Of course, the whole thrust today in the Federal 
judiciary, in the whole Federal system is to limit the jurisdiction and 
to cut down and divert jurisdiction to various other things because the 
Federal courts are really overwhelmed. Now, you know, before I was 
a prosecutor, I was a private practitioner, and under the circum- 
stances it is almost—in my district at least, people are waiting Federal 
jurisdiction in civil matters to try to get over to the State court so they 
can get their cases tried. 

The Federal courts are really overwhelmed and this, of course, is 
important, and as far as Federal enforcement resources go, frankly out 
in the field I do not think they compare with State or local as far as the 
resources. 

Now, in our jurisdiction, for example, the U.S. attorneys office in 
the western district of Michigan always, or almost always, waives 
jurisdiction in bank robbery cases to the prosecutors, because we 
do a better job, have more people, more staff, more ever5'^thing, and 
of course, while it is a Federal crime, it is also robbery in the State law, 
so that we have the same—at least the same penalties available and 
quicker in the courts, more staff, more everything. 

The Federal enforcement may sound very good and, you know, it is 
very efficient in many areas, but when you get out in the States, the 
FBI is an awfully thin grey line. I tell you, they are not heavily staffed. 
The Federal courts and the Federal U.S. attorneys offices are thinly 
staffed compared to local prosecutorial authorities, generally speaking. 

Mr. HUGHES. Well, I think that that is true. 
As you well know, the Judiciary Committee—in fact, my subcom- 

mittee—is now considering Federal judgeships. Our courts are under- 
staffed. We do need additional judges. But I do not really think that 
because we are overburdened we should turn our backs on new legisla- 
tive initiatives to deal with a problem area, particularly if there are 
compelling public policy reasons why a particular course of conduct 
should be made a Federal violation. 

I do not think it is well for this body, the Congress, to shirk that 
responsibility because we do not have sufficient judges or sufficient 
staff. If we do not have them, we should have more judges and better 
staff then. I agree that the States perhaps are not quite as conjested 
as are the Federal courts, but they are very conjested; and as my 
colleague well knows, crime problems become a matter of priority 
within the State, just as in the Federal Government. 

Unfortunately, many of our white-collar crimes and crimes where 
there are often no victims, receive too much attention, and the violent 
crimes often receive too little. I am hopeful that in the years ahead 
we can start to reorder those priorities so we can begin again to focus 
in on the crimes of violence and, hopefully, that is what we will do 
at both the State and Federal level. 



15 

But, again, I think the real issue here is whether or not there is a 
vacuum, and if there is a vacuum, is it a vacuum such that can be 
better filled by the Federal jurisdiction as opposed to State. I have 
decided that there are compelling public policy reasons why there 
should be some degree of uniformity, both from the standpoint of 
legislation making it a crime to commit these assaults against the rail 
lines or against persons riding the lines, and also from the standpoint 
of enforcement. 

Mr. SAWYER. Well, Congressman Hughes, if somebody fires a gun 
willfully at a train, let us say, and kills somebody, and knowingly, 
intentionally does that, is there any State in the Union that has a 
lesser maximum penalty on that than 15 years? I do not know; I 
just  

Mr. HUGHES. Of course, you are working on the assumption that 
there is a felonious killing, with malice aforethought. You have just 
described a first degree murder situation and, obviously, that is 
homicide in any jurisdiction. I would not have to check the statutes. 
I think I can very easily say to you that homicide is adequately 
covered by the States but you just described something that is not 
contemplated by this legislation. Basically this legislation is aimed at 
vandalism, and often the type of vandalism we are trying to address 
does result in personal injury or death. But that is not usually tanta- 
mount to homicide. 

Mr. SAWYER. Well, I am just curious. I do not mean to be argu- 
mentative because I do not know. 

Mr. HUGHES. No, I do not think  
Mr. SAWYER. YOU refer to a vacuum, and I just wonder if there 

was any State, you know, that you are aware of, where if vou either 
deliberately throw something at a train or fire a gun at it knowingly 
and intentionally and somebody is killed or wounded or injured, tihat 
they do not have a rather severe penalty available under the State 
law? 

Mr. HUGHES. I think my colleague will agree that it would be very, 
very difficult to establish that a person clearly intended to kill some 
specific person riding on a train. That is not usually the type of case. 

Mr. SAWYER. No. 
Mr. HUGHES. Most of these incidents arise because somebody is 

doing something either senselessly or viciouslv, not because tney 
either harbor some particular gripe against the railroad or some 
individual. In many mstances it's someone just looking for some fun 
and it happens to be the railioad that particular day. And the rail 
employees and passengers are unfortunately becoming more and more 
the victim of that type of crime. But again, Mr. Sawyer, I think that 
the question of punishment is clearly of minor import. The real issue 
is whether or not there is a gap in State law and enforcement, and if so, 
whether it should be filled by the Federal Government as opposed to 
the State to insure some degree of uniformity. I think that is the 
policy question we have to look at. 

Mr. CoNYBRS. Well, I want to thank you. Bill. You have set a good 
perimeter around this question. You have introduced legislation and 
you have given us the benefit of a good start on this first hearing. 

Mr. HUGHES. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
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Mr. CoNTERS. Our next witness is Mr. J. R. Snyder, on a panel 
consisting of Mr. Edward McCulloch, Mr. Lawrence Mann, Mr. 
James E. Wiles, Mr. H. E. Thrower, and Mr. Riley Yonker. 

Mr. Snyder, for the committee's information, is chairman of the 
Safety Committee of the Railway Labor Executives Association, and . 
he served as National Legislative Director for the United Transpor- 
tation Union. 

Mr. Mann is an attorney with a Washington-based law firm and 
represents interests of railroad labor in legislative matt«rs before the 
Congress. 

Nfr. Wiles is from Trenton, N.J., and is a locomotive engineer for 
ConRail; Mr. Thrower is a conductor on the Seaboard Coast Line, 
from Rockingham, N.C.; Mr. Yonker is from West Virginia and is 
with the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad; Mr. McCulloch is with the 
Brotherhood of Locomotive En^neers. 

Who would like to initiate this discussion? 

TESTIMOHY OF JAMES R. SNYDER, CHAIRMAN, RAILWAY LABOR 
EXECUTIVE ASSOCL&TION AND SAFETY COMMITTEE, AND 
EDWARD L. McCULLOCH, VICE PRESIDENT, BROTHERHOOD OF 
LOCOMOTIVE ENGINEERS 

Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Chairman, I am Jim Snyder, the chairman of the 
Railway Labor Executive Association and Safety Committee. 

I am prepared to present testimony, with the permission of the 
Chair and the committee. I would like to incorporate for the record 
my entire statement to be attached as an exhibit. 

Mr. CoNTERS. Without objection, so ordered. 
Mr. SNYDER. As well as the statement of Mr. Edward McCulloch, 

vice president and international legislative representative. Brotherhood 
of Locomotive Engineers. 

Mr. CoNYERS. Likewise, we will put all the statements into the 
record. 

[The prepared statements of Mr. Snyder and Mr. McCulloch follow:] 

STATEMENT OF THE RAILWAY LABOR EXECUTIVES' ASSOCIATION 

My name is J. R. Snyder. I am the National Legislative Director of the United 
Transportation Union (UTU). I am appearing today as Chairman of the Safety 
Committee of the Railway Labor Executives' Association (RLE A). The RLE A 
represents 100 percent of the railroad workers in this country, and the names of 
the constituent organizations are as follows: 
American Railway Supervisors' Association 
American Train Dispatchers' Association 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers 
Brotherhood of Maintenance of Way Employees 
Brotherhood of Railroad Signalmen of America 
Brotherhood of Railway, Airline and Steamship Clerks, Freight Handlers, Ex- 

press and Station Employees 
Brotherhood of Railway Carmen of the United States and Canada 
Brotherhood of Sleeping Car Porters 
Hotel & Restaurant Employees and Bartenders International Union 
International Association of Machinists and Aerospace Workers 
International   Brotherhood  of  Boilermakers,   Iron  Shipbuilders,   Blacksmiths, 

Forgers, and Helpers 
International Brotherhood of Electrical Workers 
International Brotherhood of Firemen and Oilers 
International Organization of Masters, Mates and Pilots of America 
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National Marine Engineers' Beneficial Association 
Railroad Yardmasters of America 
Railway Employees' Department, AFL-CIO 
Seafarers' International Union of North America 
Sheet Metal Worlcers' International Association 
Transport Worlcers Union of America 
United Transportation Union 

Appearing with me are Marshall Sage, UTU's Legislative Research Director, 
Edward McCulloch, National Legislative Representative and Vice President of 
the Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, and Lawrence M. Mann, the attorney 
who represents RLEA in this matter. Also present here today are several members 
of RLEA's constituent unions. They are prepared to discuss instances in which 
trains on which they were working have been the targets of bullets and other 
objects hurled at them by vandals. We appreciate the opportunity to bring this 
matter to this Subcommittee's attention. I want to begin by emphasizing the 
extremely serious nature of this problem. 

The major purpose of the legislation for your consideration is to prevent attacks 
on railroad employees by making shooting and throwing objects at the trains on 
which our men work a federal crime. 

There are literally thousands of incidents in which bullets are shot and rocks are 
thrown at trains each year. An accurate statistical analysis is impossible because 
many incidents go unreported and no organization keeps complete files of those 
that are reported. I have with me, however, an entire cardboard carton filled with 
instances of stonings and shootings. These are reports that were sent to the United 
Transportation Union alone during the past few years. I have arranged to have a 
duplicate copy of this file made and will lodge it with the record so that you can 
examine the reports at your convenience. 

When you examine the files, you will see that it contains reports of over 1,900 
separate attaclcs on trains which occurred in the period from 1972 to 1976. These 
attacks include 184 cases in which the trains were hit by gunfire. These figures, 
of course, reflect only a small proportion of the incidents that actually took place 
because, as I pointed out earlier, many incidents go unreported. Such under- 
reporting is to be expected since the men who submitted these reports are hired 
and paid to operate railroad trains safely, not to collect statistics on vandalism. 

We are fortunate that C. H. Jones, Safety Chairman of the UTU's Local No. 
240 has diligently compiled reports of stoning and sniping attacks which have 
occurred on the Los Angeles Division of the Southern Pacific Railroad. Mr. Jones 
admits that he has not been able to collect and report all such attacks but his 
records do show that on that one small part of our nation's railroad system, there 
were 1,292 separate attacks made on trains during the past four years. His report 
also shows that one train may be attacked several times during one day by gangs 
of rock and bottle throwing youths too numerous to count. If Mr. Jones' reports 
are any indication of what conditions are like in the rest of the country, the fre- 
quency of these senseless attacks has reached shocking proportions. 

The Louisville and Nashville Railroad recently reported that vandals made 
1,734 attacks on its employees and equipment during 1976. These figures include 
217 incidents of crews being shot at by firearms or pelted with objects. 

On January 25, 1977, the Federal Railroad Administration (FRA) prepared 
an Incident Report Summary showing the impact of missiles upon railroad 
cabooses and locomotives during November and December 1976. The Report was 
based upon information obtained from 52 railroads. It shows that 877 incidents 
were reported during the two months and fortunately only 47 persons were in- 
jured. A copy of the Report is attached to my statement. 

The danger of serious injury and death to railroad employees and passengers 
created by these attacks is very real. We are not dealing with small boys merely 
bouncing pebbles off the sides of empty box cars. Train crew members routinely 
must "hit the deck" in their efforts to avoid being hit by flying glass and rocks 
the size of baseballs. The criminals who are attacking trains today aim for the 
windows where they know the crew will be and then laugh when the crew hits the 
deck. They hurl rocks and bricks easily large enough to kill a main. They shoot 
pistols, rifles and shotguns. They drop cement blocks, scrap metal and railroad 
ties from bridges. One group near Baltimore even hurled a part of a large sign 
from an overpass at the engine. It crashed through the left side of the windshield 
hitting the conductor. His right index finger was cut off and he suffered severe 
lacerations of the right arm, a ruptured spleen and severe internal injuries. 

Unfortunately, such tragedies are not just isolated incidents. They have oc- 
curred far too often, leaving scores of railroad workers dead and injured in the 
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last few years alone. In the file I am leaving with the Subcommittee, you will 
find reports of ten deaths and 138 serious injuries suffered by railroad men as the 
result of attacks on their trains. 

For example, on July 14, 1976, in Chicago, 27-year old fireman, Kenneth 
Podlewski, was killed when someone threw a half empty beer bottle at the window 
of the locomotive cab in which he was riding. The bottle shattered when it hit 
the window and fragments of glass struck Mr. Podlewski on the head and neck, 
severing his carotid artery. He died three hours after entering the hospital. 

Conductor, W. C. Diday, was riding in the caboose of his train after departing 
from Conway, Pennsylvania, when he was struck in the face by a brick thrown 
through the window. He survived, but lost many teeth, had to have surgery on 
his face and jaw, and was restricted to a liquid diet for months after the attack. 
On May 28, 1974, brakeman, Louis Reitnauer, lost his left eye to a rock thrown 
at the window of the caboose in which he was riding near Rochester, New York. 
Another brakeman. Ken Mercer, age 30, suffered a fractured .skull which required 
surgery to relieve the inward pressure on his brain when he was hit by a thrown 
rock near Tacoma, Washington. On June 8, 1974, a 50-year-old brakeman was 
killed by a shotgun blast fired through the window of his caboose near Dayton, 
Ohio. 

These examples are but a few of the tragedies which have struck railroad 
workers in recent years. Because of time restrictions, I will not try to recite the 
rest of them here. 

In addition to these apparently senseless stonings and shootings, our members 
are increasingly endangered by modern-day train robbers who take advantage of 
freight trains moving slowly uphill, often in urban areas. The robbers stop such 
trains by applying the brakes on a car and boarding particular cars for the mer- 
chandise. While the train is stopped, the crew members must risk their lives while 
inspecting the train to locate the affected car. Such robberies are almost nightly 
events in some areas. The Detroit Free Press on April 6, 1975, reported that 
robberies are so common in one section of track in Detroit that the area is known 
as the Ho Chi Minh Trail. I am attaching a copy of this article to my testimony 
and request that it be inserted in the hearing record. 

When the dangers of the robberies are aidded to the attacks made on trains by 
rock throwing hoodlums, the situation is truly shocking. I am disappointed that 
this country has allowed this disgraceful situation to continue as long as it has. 

There is no adequate effort now being made to remedy these problems. State 
laws and enforcement are grossly inadequate- to meet the task. First, not all of the 
fifty states even have laws specifically dealing with shooting and throwing missiles 
at trains. For example, neitner Ohio nor Pennsylvania have such laws. In states 
which have no laws directed against attacks on trains, the crews arc at the mercy 
of the attackers. This situation is intolerable for men who must earn their living 
on trains which travel through these states which leave them unprotected. 

Second, many state laws which have been enacted to deal specifically with 
attacks on trains fail to prevent such attacks because the penalties provided are 
absurdly light. The maximum penalty for throwing an object at a train under the 
Illinois statute is a $200 fine. New Jersey punishes a person who shoots or throws 
anything at a train under its "disorderly persons" statute which has a maximum 
Sentence of six months and a maximum fine of $500. In New York, the fine is 
limited to a maximum of $250. Michigan treats throwing an object at trains as a 
misdemeanor with a maximum penalty of only 90 days in jail or a $100 fine, or 
both. In their misguided sympathy for the attackers, they forget the victims who 
were or could have been injured or killed. The result is punishment so light that 
it serves as no deterrent at all to would-be attackers who are often "let off" with 
a small fine or merely a suspended sentence. For example, Mr. H. E. Thrower 
from Rookingham, >forth Carolina, who is with me today, has a bullet in his 
neck resulting from a malicious attack. The offender was given only probation by 
the judge. These lenient punishments are made possible because no state laws 
contain mandatory minimum penalties for these attackers. Such lack of punish- 
ment can serve oiily to teach the offenders that they have little to fear even if 
they are apprehended and convicted. The light sentences increase the frustration 
of railroad workers who realize they have almost no protection from the attacks. 

Third, even in those states which have enacted statutes specifically dealing with 
attacks on trains, those laws fail to protect workers against rock throwing and shoot- 
ing because they are not adequately enforced. Local police tend to view these 
incidents as matters that should be handled by the carriers' own security forces. 
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Consequently, the local police are reluctant and even unwilling to protect railroad 
propierty and employees from vandalism and attacks. Unfortunately, the railroads 
own security forces have never been adequate to protect workers and trains from 
snipers and rock throwers along the right-of-way. Thus, the reports of railroad 
workers who have sought help to protect themselves from acts of vandalism show a 
pattern of fru.stration and futility. On one hand, local police are too often unwilling 
to act, and on the other, railroad security forces are inadequate to deal with the 
matter properly. 

Even more serious than the failure by the local police to protect railroad workers, 
is the greater Ijreakdown in the system which occurs when the perpetrators of these 
attacks are convicted of their crimes. Those crimes too often are viewed as harmless, 
youthful prank.s by lenient judges who conveniently ignore the jeopardy in which 
the attackers place railroad employees. 

Having presented the serious nature of this problem and the inadequate response 
the states have made to it, I will now turn to H.R. 4507 and describe how it deals 
with the problem. The bill amends Title 18 of the United States Code to make 
shooting or throwing objects at trains a federal crime and RLEA supports the pur- 
poses of this proposed legislation, but we feel that the bill has a major weakness in 
that the penalties for a violation are inadequate. We feel that the only way to 
reduce the problem which exists is to impose sufficiently strong penalties to be a 
deterrent to a would-be vandal. 

Section 1 (a) of the bill makes it a federal crime to throw or drop any object at or 
upwn a railroad train, car, engine unit or locomotive which is used by a common 
carrier by a railroad engaged in interstate or foreign commerce if such action could 
reasonably be expected to cause physical injury to a person. This section is necessary 
to provide a uniform federal law which will protect railroad employees who must 
work the many states where protection from these dangers is inadequate or non- 
existent. It is limited to acts which "could reasonably be expected to cau.se physical 
injury," thus insuring that truly harmless activity will not be punished untjer it. 

Section 1 (b) makes it a crime to fire any firearm at a railroad train, car, motor 
unit or locomotive used by a common carrier by a railroad which is engaged in 
interstate or foreign commerce. This section provides, as does Section 1(a), a 
uniform federal law to remedy the gaps and inadequacies in many state laws. 
Together, Sections 1(a) and 1(b) provide the basis for vigorous federal action 
against the perpetrators of these alarming attacks on trains and train crews. 

Section 1(c), sets the penalties for violations of Sections (a) and (b). We are very 
disappointed in that the bill does not contain adequate penalties. For example, 
in the event of a murder. Section 1(c)(1)(A) provides for imprisonment of not 
more than 15 years. In contrast to this, the federal homicide statute has a maxi- 
mum penalty of life imprisonment or death (18 U.S.C. §1111). 

The punishment should fit the crime. This section, if enacted, would be the 
only federal statute in which a murderer could not be sentenced to at least life 
imprisonment. See, for example, 18 U.S.C. §2031 (rape); 18 U.S.C. §2113(e) 
(bank robbery). The proposed 15 years imprisonment in case of death on a train 
does not even contain sanctions as effective as those dealing with crimes where no 
one is physically injured. See, for example, 18 U.S.C. § 95 (racketeering, 20 years); 
18 U.S.C. §2113(b) (bank robbery, 20 years); 18 U.S.C. §2114 (mail theft, 25 
years); 18 U.S.C. Jl 13(a) (assault, 20 years). The present federal crimes relating 
to entering a train to commit a crime (18 U.S.C. §1991) and wrecking a train (18 
U.S.C. §1992) both impose imprisonment of up to 20 years. I think you can see 
from this that the sanctions in this bill simply will not act as a deterrent. 

Also, we feel minimum mandatory penalties must be imposed on any person 
convicted of violating the act. Such provision for minimum penalties should be 
similar to the minimum sentences contained in 18 U.S.C. §924, the federal gun 
control law, or in 21 U.S.C. § 848 which sets minimum sentences for certain persons 
who violate the federal narcotics laws. These mandatory minimum penalties are 
essential to correcting the problem resulting from haphazard state enforcement and 
inconsistent sentencing by judges. Most importantly, the deterrent effect would 
be enhanced greatly. 

Section 1(c) (B) of the bill similarly contains inadequate sanctions. One who 
injures a railroad employee could not receive more than five years imprisonment. 
Here again we feel that a minimum prison term should be imposed. 

Another area this legislation should deal with is the treatment of juveniles and 
youthful offenders. We submit that juveniles should be prosecuted in federal 
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in an edition of the Ohio Driver and Safety Education 

Association newsletter. This newsletter is distributed to 

approxinatel)' 600 driver education teachers in Ohio. 

The continued construction of United access highways and 

city thoroughfares provides a conpelling reason for attention 

to this relatively nsw development in American life.  The 

•agnltude of present and future developments necessitates an 

urgency to focus attention on the moral responsibility to be 

concerned as individuals and to prevent others from engaging 

in such irresponsible actions. Secondly, the severe conse- 

quences of this unlawful behavior, including the potential for 

bodily ham or death and subject to criminal conviction, warrant 

continued eiq>hasis in the textbooks and safety education programs 

In the schools. Hence, the actions taken since the adoption of 

Amended House Resolution 74 are intended to initiate additional 

conprehensive programs. 
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INCIDENT REPORT SUMMARY 
MISSH-E IMPACT UPON RAIL>:0AD R(JLLING STOCK 

February 25,   1977 

The following tabulation updates prior January 25,  1977 report and reHecta 
respnses from 52 railroads,  nine of wtiich reported no incidents. 

Hooch: 
Hovenber 575 
December 302 

Direction of HovemeQC: 
Foivard 837 
Rearward  14 
Unkaown  26 

•Vehicle 4 Location of Impact: 
Locoanclve (313): 

Front  84 
Side 196 
Rear  8 
Roof 25 

Freight or Pa»«. (272): 
Front  34 
Side 210 
Rear   1 
Roof  11 

Caboose (382): 
Front  22 
Side 319 
Rear  29 
Roof  26 

Speed: 

I MPH  10 
5 MPH 47 
10 MPH : 77 
15 MPH  71 
20 MPH 149 
30 MPH 179 
40 MPH 126 
50 MPH  74 
60 MPH  18 
70 MPH   3 
Unknown 123 
Average Speed (MPH)..27.1 

Impact Upon Vehicle: 
Carbody 501 
Window 355 
tMkaown  21 

Method of Projection: 
Hand Thrown 754 
Slingshot   5 
Overhead Suspension....  9 
Gun 109 

•Type of Missile: 
Stone or Rock 693 
Building Brick  15 
Cinder Block   2 
Glass Bottle  25 
Other 43 

•Type of Flreara: 
Pellet Gun  36 
Shotgun  17 
Rifle/Pistol  41 
Other  6 

Injuries Reported 47 

•Totals nay not  agree because of possible combinations of one or oiora 
categories. 

There were 877 reports for two months averaging 440 per month and projected to 
5800 per year.   There were 47 injuries or 5. 4% of the total incidences which were 
generally superficial resulting from stones and shattered glass.   Three stones passed 
through open windows and eight penetrated closed windows, additionally 65 win^iows 
were broken or shattered.    There were six rifle/pistol penetration; five through closed 
windows s^nd one low caliber bullet penetrated the rear door of a caboosedodging in the 
back of an occupied chair).    In one case, pellets from a shotgun passed through an open 
window.    Penetration/entries were 2% of the Incidents.    Glazing damage accounted for 
31% of the Incidents. 

Rifle-pistol incidences accounted for 5% of the total reported.   Other fireatnn ac- 
counted for an additional 6% of the total.   Stone and similar hand-thrown or dropped 
missiles accounted for 89% of the total incidences reported.    Train speeds between 
5 and M mph accounted for 69% of the known speed incidences and 29% occurred betwt-.!.. 
40 and 60 mph.   Average speei was approximately 27 mph.    Ten of the largest railroads. 
—«„..i„H 7B». nt tiio mtal tncidpncos. '. -     ' 

87-OM 0-77-4 
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OotobM- 28, 1976 

». B. L. McCulloch, V.P. 
819 Railway Labor Building 
UOO First St.  N.W, 
Washington D.C.    20001 

Dear Sir; 

Pursuant to current interest regarding "acts of Tandallan" endangering 
personnel operating and uorklng on railroad lucoootlvasj the following 
ooourred. 

October 27, 1976...9130 PM on B&O/CSiO property l/k  - I/3 nllaa east of 
Sndthton, Pa. 6U) looomotlve, nunber 61J99 traveling east at liO HPH 
was struck by a chunk of ballast resulting In "spider veb  fracture" of 
rl^t front windshield. I trauld suppose this stone first struck hood of 
locomotive and rlcochetted to window otherwise. If struck directly, the 
stone would have penetrated the windshield and entered the cab interior 
possibly resulting in bodily injury. The weather at the time of occun^. 
ence was dark and clear, the vandals were not observed. The location is 
a sendniral area and perhaps 1/2 mile from houses with a macadan road 
paralleling the right of way. 

Curiously enough and perhaps worthy of note, upon arrival at the "Hone 
Terminal" of Connellsvllle, Pa., as the engineer, I was Instructed to 
report by telephone to the Oreensburg Barracks of the Pennsylvania State 
Police. I was informed in a very curt and a\irly manner by a Trooper Sabo 
that these matters were the concern of Coiif>any Security Personnel and 
that in effect, the Pennsylvania State Police would take no interest or 
action lo the matter. 

Sincerely yours, 

<^ Jaaes F. Nauldar 
RD ifU, Hlllowbrook Rowl 
Belle Vemon, Pa. 15012 
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Mr. SNYDER. The three witnesses that we have—Mr. Thrower, Mr. 
Wiles, and Mr. Yonker—do not have prepared statements. They will 
be prepared to give a verj- brief oral statement of the vandalism 
problems tliey have experienced. 

I will not read the entire statement. I will just briefly read some 
excerpts from it and, with your permission, call on the tliree witnesses 
or counsel to explain anything else. 

Mr. CoNYERs. All right. 
Mr. SNYDER. We appreciate the opportunity to appear before this 

committee for the purpose of considering legislation which we think 
would correct many of the problems that the emplojees encounter 
day by day in their duties in performing train operations throughout 
the United States. 

Mr. CoNYERs. Have you seen Mr. Hughes' bUl? 
Mr. SNYDER. NO, I have not. It has not been printed. Mr. Mann 

has a rough proof of the legislation. 
The major purpose of the legislation for your consideration is to 

prevent attacks on railroad employees by making shooting and throw- 
mg objects at the trains on which our men work a Federal crime. 

There are literally thousands of incidents in which bullets are shot 
and rocks are thrown at trains each year. An accurate statistical 
analysis is impossible because many incidents go unreported and no 
organization keeps complete files of those that are reported. 

I have with me, however, an entire cardboard carton filled with 
instances of stonings and shootings. These are on the witness table. 

These are reports that were sent to the United Transportation 
Union alone during the past few years. I have arranged to have a 
duplicate copy of this file made and will lodge it with the record so 
that you can examine the reports at your convenience. 

When you examine the file, you will see that it contains reports of 
over 1,900 .separate attacks on trains which occurred in the period 
between 1972 and 1976. These attacks include 184 cases in which the 
trains were hit by gunfire. These figures, of course, reflect only a small 
proportion of the incidents that actually took place because, as I 
pointed out earlier, many incidents go unreported. 

Such underreporting is to be expected since the men who submitted 
these reports are hired and paid to operate railroad trains safely, not 
to collect statistics on vandalism. 

We are fortunate that Mr. C. H. Jones, safety chairman of the 
UTU's Local No. 240, has diligently compiled reports of stoning and 
sniping attacks which have occurred on the Los Angeles Division of 
the Southern Pacific Railroad. Mr. Jones admits that he has not been 
able to collect and report all such attacks, but his records do .show that 
on one small part of our Nation's railroad system there were 1,292 
separate attacks made on trains during the past 4 years. His report 
also shows that one train may be attacked several times during 1 day 
by gangs of rock and bottle throwing youths too numerous to count. 

If Mr. Jones' report are any indication of what conditions are like 
in the rest of the country, the frequency of these senseless attacks 
has reached shocking proportions. 

The Louisville & Nashville Railroad recently reported that vandals 
made 1,734 attacks on its employees and equipment during 1976. 
These figures include 217 incidents of crews being shot at by firearms 
or pelted with objects. 
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On January 25, 1977, the Federal Railroad Administration— 
FRA—prepared an incident report summary showing the impact of 
missUes on railroad cabooses and locomotives during November and 
December 1976. The report was based upon information obtained 
from 53 railroads. It shows that 877 incidents were reported during 
the 2 months and fortunately only 47 persons were injured. Of these 
incidents, 100 involved the use of firearms. A copy of the report is 
attached to my statement. 

I might add for the record, with the fine cooperation of the Associa- 
tion of American Railroads, Mr. Chairman, the police report for 
1976 shows stoning of trains, 9,954; shooting of trains, 737 cases from 
30 class I railroads which comprise 77 percent of the railroads in the 
United States and Canada. 

The danger of serious injury and death to railroad employees and 
passengers created by these attacks is very real. We are not dealing 
with small boys merely bouncing pebbles off the sides of empty 
boxcars. Train crew members routinely must "hit the deck" in their 
efforts to avoid being hit by flying glass and rocks the size of baseballs. 

The criminals who are attacking trains today aim for the windows 
where they know the crew will be and then laugh when the crew hits 
the deck. They hurl rocks and bricks easily large enough to kill a man. 
They shoot pistols, rifles, and shotguns. They drop cement blocks, 
scrap metal, and railroad ties from bridges. One group near Baltimore 
even hurled a part of a large sign from an overpass at the engine. It 
crashed through the left side of the windshield hitting the conductor. 
His right index finger was cut off and he suffered severe lacerations, 
injuries or lacerations of the right arm, a ruptured spleen and severe 
internal injuries. 

Unfortunately, such tragedies are not just isolated incidents. They 
have occurred far too often, leaving scores of railroad workers dead 
and injured in the last few years alone. In the file I am leaving 
with the subcommittee, you will find reports of 10 deaths and 138 
serious injuries suffered by railroad men as the result of attacks on 
their trains. 

For example, on July 14, 1976, in Chicago, 27-year-old fireman, 
Kenneth Podlewski, was killed when someone threw a half-empty 
beer bottle at the window of the locomotive cab in which he was 
riding. The bottle shattered when it hit the window and fragments of 
glass struck Mr. Podlewski on the head and neck, severing his carotid 
artery. He died 3 hours after entering the hospital. 

Conductor, W. C. Diday, was ridino; in the caboose of his train after 
departing from Conway, Pa., when he was struck in the face by a 
bnck thrown through the window. He survived, but lost many teeth, 
and had to have surgery on his face and jaw. He was restricted to a 
liquid diet for months after the attack. 

On May 28, 1974, brakeman, Louis Reitnauer, lost his left eye to 
a rock thrown at the window of the caboose in which he was riding 
near Rochester, N.Y. 

Another brakeman. Ken Mercer, age 30, suffered a fractured skull 
which required surgery to relieve the inward pressure on his brain 
when he was hit by a rock thrown near Tacoma, Wash. 

On June 9, 1974, a 50-year-old brakeman was killed by a shotgun 
blast fired through the window of his caboose near Dayton, Ohio. 
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These, Mr. Chairman, are just a few of the tragedies which have 
struck railroad workers in recent years. 

The Detroit Free Press on April 6, 1975, reported that robberies 
are so common in one section of track in Detroit that the area is 
known as the Ho Chi Minh Trail. I am attaching a copy of this article 
to my testimony and request that it be inserted in the hearing record. 

Mr. CoNYERs. Without objection, it is so ordered. 
Mr. SNYDER. There is no adequate effort being made to remedy 

these problems. State laws and enforcement are grossly inadequate 
to meet the task. First, not all of the 50 States even have laws specifi- 
cally dealing with shooting and throwing missiles at trains. For 
example, neither Ohio nor Pennsylvania have such laws. In States 
which have no laws directed against attacks on trains, the crews 
are at the mercy of the attackers. This situation is intolerable for men 
who must earn their living on trains which travel through these 
States which leave them unprotected. 

Second, many State laws which have been enacted to deal specifi- 
cally with attacks on trains fail to prevent such attacks because the 
penalties provided are very light. The maximum penalty for throwing 
an object at a train under the Illinois statute is a $200 fine. New Jersey 
punishes a person who shoots or throws anything at a train under its 
"disorderly persons" statute, which has a maximum sentence of 6 
months and a maximum fine of $500. In New York, the fine is limited 
to a maximum of $250. Michigan treats throwing an object at trains 
as a misdemeanor with a maximum penalty of only 90 days in jail 
or a $100 fine, or both. In their misguided sympathy for the attackers, 
they forget the victims who were or could have been injured or killed. 
The result is punishment so light that it serves as no deterrent at 
all to would-be attackers who are often let off with a small fine or merely 
a suspended sentence. 

For example, Mr. H. E. Thrower, who is here today, from Rocking- 
ham, N.C., nas a bullet in his neck resulting from a malicious attack. 

The offender was given only probation by the judge. These lenient 
punishments are made possible oecause no State law contain manda- 
tory minimum penalties for these attackers. Such light sentences 
increase the frustration of railroad workers who realize they have 
almost no protection from the attacks. 

In those States which have enacted statutes specifically dealing with 
attacks on trains, those laws fail to protect workers against rock throw- 
ing and shooting because they are not adequately enforced. Local 

Eolice tend to view these incidents as matters that should be handled 
y the carriers' own security forces. Consequently, the local police are 

reluctant and even unwilling to protect railroad property and employ- 
ees from vandalism and attacks. 

Unfortunately, the railroads own security forces have never been 
adequate to protect workers and trains from snipers and rock throwers 
alone the right-of-way. Thus, the reports of railroad workers who have 
sought help to protect themselves from acts of vandalism show a 
pattern of frustration and futility. 

I might add, Mr. Chairman, that the Association of American Rail- 
roads have a financial problem here. They are spending approxi- 
mately $100 million a year in policing and are making some progress 
in trying to prevent this problem, but it is so widespread that it is 
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almost impossible to correct. They are aware of it and they are spend- 
ing money. 

Having presented the serious nature of this problem and the 
inadequate response the States have made to it, I will now turn to 
H.R. 4507 and describe how it deals with the problem. 

For your information, our attorney, Mr. Larry Mann, will briefly 
cover that provision of the bill. 

TESTIMONY OF LAWRENCE MANN. ATTORNEY, WASHINGTON, D.C. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, before I go into any specific detail on the 
pending legislation, I think it would be helpful to the committee if you 
recognize what we already have in the way of Federal laws concerning 
this issue. Title 18 of the United States Code, 1991 and 1992 already 
deal in a limited way with vandalism on the railroads. What, hope- 
fully, this legislation would accomplish if you approve it is to en- 
compa.ss the entire area. The present law, frankly, is very limited, 
and does not meet the problem. 

Of course, if it met the problem, we would not need to be here today. 
Section 1991 deals with entering a train to commit a crime. However, 

it has two drastic limitations. One is that in order for the Federal 
Government to exercise its jurisdiction here the crime must be com- 
mitted within the exclusive jurisdiction of the United States; that is, 
the train has to be on Federal property. Well, as you can recognize very 
readily, most trains are not on Federal property. They are dispersed 
throughout the States. 

Another adverse aspect of that legislation is that the penalty 
provision is very low. 

The other section which is already on the books deals with derailing, 
disabling, or wrecking a train. That is a good piece of legislation and it 
has adequate provisions for penalties, because it provides in case of a 
death, the criminal is subject even to the death penalty or life iniprison- 
ment. The problem with that legislation is the burden is on the Federal 
Government to prove that the train was actually engaged in interstate 
commerce. 

Of course, under the case law the burden of proof has been broadened 
greatly, but it has been a problem. Congressman Hughes legislation 
deals with this section and corrects the problem. What Congressman 
Hughes bill does not do however, and we hope you will correct the 
problem, is deal adequately with the sanctions. It was already pointed 
out in the case of death, the maximum imprisonment is 15 years. 

Well, if you compare that with many other Federal crimes you will 
readily see much less serious offenses are commanding much more than 
a 15-year penalty. I will not ^o into specific details, but our testimony 
does state with some specificity how we feel the legislation should be 
broadened to adequately provide a penalty. 

One other thing you should recognize is that not only are these two 
criminal provisions on the books, but the Federal Government has 
jurisdiction over all areas of railroad safety. Therefore, the only areas 
that the Federal Government does not have jurisdiction at the present 
time with respect to the enforcement of safety and health of tne rail- 
road workers, is this area we are dealing with today; we submit the 
States have been totally inadequate in dealing with the problem. 
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Mr. Sawyer, you mentioned, does not every State have penaltiesfor 
murder? Or course they do. The problem is they have not dealt with 
this issue. We need uniform enforcement. 

You also mentioned a backlog in your district. If you have a case 
pending in the eastern district of Virginia, you can get a trial in a 
few months. It depends upon what the jurisdiction you are in. We 
were in court in the eastern district of Oklahoma a few weeks ago 
and the case was filed only a few months before. 

The point is, there are methods by which we can get them to trial in 
the Federal court. Many courts are not as backlogged as, unfor- 
tunately, your district may be. We need some uniform enforcement. 
We submit we need mandatory minimum penalties. I know, Mr. Chair- 
man, you voiced some great concern about that in the past. 

Mr. CoNYKRS. Not recently. 
Mr. MANN. We submit that unless there is .some adequate deterrents 

to committing these crimes, unless there is some focus placed on it, 
they are just not going to stop. If a vandal knows however, if he is 
caught he should know he is going to be placed in jail for a certain 
Eeriod of time. Of course, as you know, it is a problem to catch them 

ecause it takes many feet for a train moving even as slow as 30-40 
miles an hour to stop. This is basically what we have stated in the 
testimony. 

Thank you. 
Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Chairman, with your permission I will introduce 

our next witness, to my right, Mr. James Wiles, engineer on Conrail, 
from Trenton, N.J. 

TESTIMONY OF JAMES E. WILES, ENGINEER, CONRAIL, 
TRENTON, N.J. 

Mr. WILES. I am employed by Conrail and I run Amtrack trains— 
passenger trains—from Philadelphia to New York, and from my own 
observation this problem is bad. 

Last year, I was hospitalized twice for objects thrown at the engine 
windshield, shattering gla.ss in my eyes. On both occasions I was 
hospitalized. I have been subjected to all kinds of missiles. Objects, 
vou name them, I have seen them coming at me. I have seen objects 
hung from overpasses on a rope, directly level with the cab of the 
engine or the commuter car, whichever you are running. I have seen 
objects piled on the tracks—washing machines, crossties, anj^thing. 

You do not know when or where it is going to happen. On both my 
occasions it was at night—dark—and I was running at 80 miles an 
hour, and all of a sudden my windshield spread right in front of my 
face. 

On one occasion, last October, both of my eyes were covered with 
flaky glass and I could not see. I turned the train over to the fireman 
and requested medical attention when I arrived at .30th Street, and I 
was taken to the hospital. It was just a bad, bad occasion, and I am 
thankful that I can see everybody in this room. Nobody knows what 
you go through on these things, and I am subject to this every day 
that I work. 
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Mr. SNYDER. Thank you. 
The next witness is conductor H. E. Thrower, from Rockingham, 

N.C., Seaboard Coast Line Railway. 

TESTIMONY OF H. £. THKOWER, CONDUCTOR, SEABOARD COAST 
LINE RAILWAY, ROCKINGHAM, N.C. 

Mr. THROWER. I am H. E. Thrower, and I am employed as con- 
ductor for the Seaboard Coast Line Railroad in Rockingham, N.C. 

On February 20, 1976, I was the conductor on a freight train from 
Rockingham, N.C, to Raleigh, N.C, and I was by myself in the 
cupola approaching Bamardsville, N.C. I was doing some paper 
work, writing, and a bullet came through the window—a .22 bullet— 
and hit me in the neck. It hit my jugular vein and knocked a hole in 
my esophagus and ended up on the right side of my neck. My life 
was in danger for .3 or 4 days. I could not eat anj'thing or drink any- 
thing, and I had to be fed with a tube down through my nose to my 
stomach. The bullet is still in there because the doctors are afraid to 
take it out. They are afraid they would do more damage than do good. 

I almost got it again just about a month later by a rock or a brick or 
something that hit the windshield. Luckily, I did not get hurt. I have 
a good friend that lives a few miles from me and he has been hit twice. 
One time he got hit with a bottle. This was in Little Rock, S.C., 
probably 3 or 4 years ago, and it put 52 stitches in his head. Again in 
September 1975, in Rockingham, N.C, somebody threw a rock or 
bnck or something through the window and hit him in the nose and 
mouth, knocked almost all his teeth out and knocked a gap out of his 
nose. He is going to need plastic surgery to restore his looks. It is a 
problem everywhere. 

Mr. CoNYERs. Thank you. 
Mr. SNYDER. The next witness is Brakeman Riley Yonker, from 

West Virginia. 

TESTIMONY OF RILEY YONKER, BRAKEMAN, B. & 0. RAILROAD 

Mr. YONKER. My name is Riley Yonker. I work on the B. & O. 
Railroad. I am from Cumberland, W. Va. 

On June 30 or July 30, 1973, I was going through Deer Port, Md., 
and I was struck in the left side of tne face with an object. I was 
taken to the hospital at Oakland, Md., transferred to the hospital 
at Morgantown, W. Va., and was operated on my left eye. Then 
4 days later, a doctor informed me he would have to remove my left 
eye to save my right eye. He removed my left eye. I was hospitalized 
14 days. 

After returning to work 3 months later a snowball came through 
the window. I was pretty lucky that time. In more recent years, at 
Cumberland, Md., we have an overhead bridge over Washington 
Street where rocks are thrown and on the side of an embankment 
they hurl objects at the trains toward the caboose and engine. The 
biggest one I have seen yet has been a concrete block. 
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In Piedmont, W. Va., about 30 miles from Cumberland, there is an 
overhead bridge there, and they break windshields and so on, and 
this is an every day occurance. It most often happens at night. 

Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Chairman, with me is Mr. Edward McCulloch, 
vice president of the Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers. We have 
already submitted his statement in the record. There are some cases 
he might want to make a comment on. 

Mr. MCCULLOCH. Mr. Chairman, the only one in addition to 
those that have been brought out here already is the incident of a 
locomotive en^neer in Texas, who had been shot and the bullet 
lodged in his spine. His name is Carl G. Fuller, and as a result of that, 
as the case here of Mr. Thrower, who has a bullet in his neck, this one 
lodged in his spine and he has been paralyzed from his neck down 
since that time. Needless to say, he has lost all semblance of life. He is 
confined to a wheelchair and must have a helper to take him around 
and look after his needs. 

He, like all other railroad men in the country, went to work for a 
purpose, to make a living and provide for his family. Unbeknownst 
to him, someone out there just evidently wanted to kill a railroad 
employee or something of that nature, and it is almost impossible for 
us to understand anything we have ever done to these people. Never- 
theless, it is just like a shot out of the dark, and here is a railroad em- 
ployee, minding his own business, doing his work, and all of a sudden 
he is paralyzed for the rest of his life. He has a bullet in his neck, or he 
has his eye put out. These are not juvenile pranks. This business is 
serious, and my colleague here stated we need uniform mandatory 
punishment. It should not be commuted by some judge somewhere, 
who would just like to turn them over to their i)arents and to dispose 
of the matter rather than actually issuing out punishment. The 
crimes are real serious and we want some uniform action throughout 
the country to deter this vandalism. 

Thank you. 
Mr. SNTDER. Mr. Chairman, we will answer any questions the 

committee would like to ask. 
Mr. CoNYERs. Well, you certainly have been most impressive 

witnesses in bringing to us firsthand the nature of the problem. 
Now, let me try to put this in perspective. 
We are all familiar with the history of development of railroads in 

this country and historically they started out in a pretty violent 
setting. They were the object of robberies and criminal activities 
from back into the Jesse James days. It has never been a soft job. 
Nobody ever went to work on a railroad and said, "Gee, I have a real 
soft job. I am an engineer or a fireman or brakeman, and this has 
really got it made; nothing ought to happen and its nice clean easy 
work." Haven't you always thought of it as a tough, kind of dangerous 
job, and haven't you considered the history of the railroad activity 
and that it has in fact been subject to the kinds of violence that you 
have so vividly portrayed for this committee this morning? 

Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Chairman, you are absolutely right in your com- 
ments. In talking to the oldtimers when the railroad first came into 
being, we had Jesse James hijacking and that type of thing. It is 
really a tough job. 
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Mr. CoNYERs. Were not you fellows armed at one time in your 
history? 

Mr. SNTDER. NO. In my travels over the country, we have seminars 
and meetings and I am told constantly by some of our crewmember 
employees we represent that they carry firearms regularly for 
protection. 

Mr. CoNYERs. In the mid-19th century, I will bet most of your 
men were armed. 

Mr. SNYDER. This has been pointed out as a verj- serious jjroblem. 
Certainly, it is not the intention of the Railway Labor E.xecutive 
Association and it's oflBcers and members to put anyone in jail or 
make a hardship on any family where this occurs. We would like to 
see it stop, and in order to be fair about it, we think this is the only 
way to stopthis, is to have a uniform law, with a stiffer penalty 
sentencing. With the efforts of the news media and the word, I think 
it would have a real impact on future vandalism. I think vandals will 
think twice before they would attack a train or crew member. More- 
over, it will save millions and millions of dollars lost each year tlu-ough 
the robbery of the trains when they are stopped. 

It is a real serious problem and we are just trying to put a stop to it 
and to save peoples lives and have a safer place to work for our people. 

Mr. CoNYERs. Any other comments on that question before I 
yield to the committee? 

Mr. McCuLLOCH. The only people I know who were ever armed 
on the railroad are the PO cars or railroad post office car employees. 
They were armed at one time. This goes back to the Jessie James era, 
when people were robbing trains, but they were trying to rob the 
Post Office, where the money was located. Never in the history of the 
railroad, of which I am aware, has there been an attack on the em- 
ployees of the railroads as we are describing here. 

Mr. CoNYERS. In other words, in the old days it was not as bad? 
Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Yonker just called my attention to some of the 

operating rules by individual carriers. 
Some aie concerned with carrying fire arms, and some do not. 
Mr. CoNYERS. The other thing I was wondering about is that we 

would want to establish before these hearings are concluded data on 
the incidences where people were shot at or killed. We would like to 
have indicated whether the assailant was apprehended and con- 
victed as in the case of the last witness who testified about that, or if 
he ever apprehended at all. That would be interesting to find out. 

And then there is, of course, the possibility of ci\'il suit in some of 
these cases. The committee would like to be advised with what fre- 
quency any of your members who were injured resort to civil suits 
and compensation for injuries they have sustained. 

Mr. SNYDER. We will be glad to supply as much as possible for the 
record. 

Mr. CoNYERS. I recognize Mr. Gudger. 
Do you have any questions? 
Mr. GuDGER. I would like to ask a question of Mr. Thrower. 
Of course I am from North Carolina and T have been a district 

attorney down there in the past, and when did this incident occur 
which resulted in your receiving this bullet wound? 
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Mr. THROWER. February 20, 1976. 
Mr. GuDGKR. All right. 
Now, Rufus Edmisten at that time was attorney general of North 

Carolma and we had, and still have, of course, a very effective SBI. 
Was there an effective investigation to determine who caused this 
injury? 

Mr. THROWER. Yes, sir. 
An 18-year-old boy was apprehended. 
Mr. GuDGER. So it was successful? 
Mr. THROWER. Yes. 
Mr. GuDGER. Was he prosecuted for manslaughter? 
Mr. THROWER. I am not sure what it was. I did not even go to 

court. The case was tried in Wade County on June 1, 1976, but T did 
not have an opportunity to go to court. 

Mr. GUDOER. But there was a successful State investigation and 
an ensuing ])rosecution for some criminal offense, but ^'ou are not 
sure whether manslaughter—not manslaughter, but felonious a.ssault? 

Mr. THROWER. That is right, I am not sure. 
Mr. GUDOER. I said "manslaughter," obviously, felonious assault. 
Mr. MANN. AS to the sanctions imposed by the court there, it is 

our understanding there was simply probation sentence as a result 
of the crime. 

Mr. GuDGER. In 1976 assault with a deadly weapon resulting in 
serious injurj' but not resulting in death was punishable in North 
Carolina by up to 20 years. 

Mr. MANN. That is correct, sir. But, in fact, in this particular 
case the criminal only received probation. 

Mr. GuDGER. These other instances which have been referred to, 
what has been the e.xperience in apprehension of and prosecution of 
the State law? 

Has there been as high a result of apprehension as say 50 or 60 
percent? 

Mr. MANN. We just simply do not have those statistics at this 
time. 

Mr. GuDGER. No further questions. 
Mr. CoNYERS. The subcommittee would like to welcome Mr. Volk- 

mer from Missouri and a relatively new member to the Judiciary 
Committee, and hope that he will fully participate in the labors and 
benefits of the subcommittee. 

Mr. VoLKiiER. I will defer, Mr. Chairman. I have to be at another 
committee meeting, but I did get in at the tail end. I would say that 
Jessie James back in Missouri is pretty well known, brother Frank 
and all the rest of them—the Yoimger brothers. 

Mr. CoNYERS. Mr. Sawyer. 
Mr. SAWYER. Yes. I just have a couple. 
First, I am not aware, for example, that the Federal Government 

does ever get juvenile jurisdiction. I have not been aware that they 
ever have. I have never been in Federal law enforcement, but I just 
never have seen that occur. 

Now, I presume—and I am just guessing—that a majority of these 
rock throwings and rifle shootings and object things probably are 
done by juveniles. Would my presumption on that be correct? 
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Mr. WILES. Not always. 
Mr. SAWYER. NO ; I know not always. 
Mr. WILES. Just generally speaking in that age group. 
Mr. SAWYER. And I am asking the question because I am not sure 

of the answer myself. 
Is there any Federal jurisdiction over juveniles? 
Mr. MANN. Well, the most obvious area where the U.S. attorneys 

are involved in the Federal enforcement of juveniles is in the District 
of Columbia. For years it was under Federal auspices and the U.S. 
attorneys did the prosecuting. 

Mr. SAWYER. Well, the District of Columbia, of course, is a little 
different. 

Mr. MANN. That is correct. Yet, it was Federal prosecutors. 
Mr. SAWYER. But in any other State in the Union do the Federal 

authorities have the jurisdiction over juveniles? I am not aware that 
they do. I am not saying thej^ do not, I just do not know. 

Mr. MANN. I do not know either, sir. 
Mr. SAWYER. I do not think they do. 
You know, unless you get a waiver from the State Juvenile Court I 

never have seen the Federal Court handling a juvenile case, so I Idnd 
of assume they maybe do not, and I am terribly sympathetic with the 
Eroblem you are talking about. Just by some of the questions I have 

een a little bit of a devils advocate. I really want some answers 
but maybe what we are talking about is a mandatory minimum for 
just domg the act, whether you hurt or kill anybody or anything 
else, and I believe the State authorities, if you kill or badly injure 
somebody, I am sure all the States have pretty tough penalties avail- 
able for that. 

Would not maybe a mandatory minimum for the act of just throw- 
ing a rock or dropping an object or shooting a gun be maybe more 
e^ctive than trjdng to prescribe various things if you kill somebody 
or wound somebody or something of that type? 

Mr. MANN. Certainly, a mandatory mimmum, we feel, is one of the 
most important aspects of this legislation. 

Mr. SAWYER. This legislation does not provide a mandatory punish- 
ment. 

Mr. MANN. That is correct. When you have an opportunity to 
study our testimony, you will see that was one of the major points we 
made. We also deal with the juvenile aspect of this matter, and 
irrespective of whether or not under the present law the Federal 
Government deals with juveniles, we think maybe they should. 

Mr. SAWYER. YOU are opening a big can of worms there. I honestly 
do not think they ought to deal with juveniles. At least I am not 
aware—I have been in court most of my life and I have never seen a 
juvenile matter handled in the Federal courts. 

Mr. MANN. Well, we are dealing with a unique area—railroad 
transportation—and it has always been a matter that has been dealt 
with fey interstate commerce laws. 

The Federal Government has dealt with it. as I pointed out, in all 
aspects except in this area we are speaking of today, and we submit 
that it is proper for you to do so, because the problem exists. If the 
problem did not exist, we would not be here today. 
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The problem is real and the only people who can deal with it at this 
stage is the Judiciary Committee, in the first instance, and the Federal 
Government later, if the legislation is enacted. The States just have 
not been able to deal with the problem. It is that simple. 

Mr. SAWYER. Once again we are coming back to the fact, I realize 
not all of these acts are being committed by juveniles. I am sure some 
are not. But again I would think the problem would preponderate on 
the juvenile area, and I am not aware that the Federal authorities 
even have any juvenile detention centers or a way of handling juveniles. 

Are you suggesting that, in effect, we get the Federal Government 
into juvenile  

Mr. MANN. I think, Mr. Sawyer, the Justice Department repre- 
sentative is here today and he will probably be able to address that 
issue. 

Mr. SAWYER. Thank you very much. 
Mr. McCuLLOCH. For my edification, concerning those juveniles 

who engage in hijacking or bank robbery, I wonder how they would be 
dealt with? 

Mr. SAWYER. I do not think—again, if I understand, there are some 
Justice Department people here who will probably know the answers 
to this a lot better than I, because I have not been involved in the 
Federal prosecution as opposed to dealing with the Federal courts, 
but I would suspect that they do not have jurisdiction, because I 
am not aware they have any juvenile detention centers or juvenile 
homes or juvenile processing, unless the State would waive jurisdiction. 

Now, all States vary on tiiis, but 1 am sure the pattern is somewhat 
the same for a juvenile under the age of 14; for example, in Michigan, 
the juvenile court cannot waive to the criminal enforcement courts at 
that age and up to the age of 17, which is where criminal adult re- 
sponsibilities start and issue. It is up to the juvenile court on a dis- 
cretionary hearing whether to waive or not waive. But I am just not 
aware of ever hearing of the Federal courts or ever seeing them get 
involved with a juvenile. 

Mr. McCuLLOCH. What about apprehending them? 
Mr. SAWYER. AS I say, I am not an authority. I just rather believe 

that they do not. I personally think that with something as serious 
as—we had an awful problem of this in Michigan, as I am sure the 
Chairman is aware—not with trains, but in the Chairman's area down 
in Detroit. It became a terrible problem with kids regularly dropping 
stuff off the overpasses and the bridges on the express lanes, and some 
people were seriously injured, and I guess maybe it still is a kind of a 
serious problem, and I am sure that is, you know, something about a 
moving object and being over it that tempts kids or juveniles to drop 
things on it, and I would be very sympathetic to a mandatory mini- 
mum situation. 

But I kind of think that would only reach the Federal law basis for 
adults. It would probably have to be true even on State law, they do 
not treat juvenile offenses—in effect, they are not treated, as you 
probably know, as crimes. They are handled totally differently. But 
thank you very much. 

Mr. CoNYERS. We have a representative of the Department of 
Justice with us who is going to be next, I think. 
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I yield now to Counsel Freed, one question, before we dismiss the 
panel. 

Ms. FREED. Just one question. 
Mr. Mann, in our subcommittee staff research, we have come across 

a newly enacted law in the State of Illinois that gave very tough penal- 
ties to combat railroad vandalism. We found out that the law increased 
the penalty for stoning railroad trains to a class A misdemeanor and 
provided a felony penalty for shooting at trains. 

We have also found that these measures have not served as deter- 
rants. They have not stopped the attacks, and when laws are not en- 
forced, then they do not act as deterrants. 

What makes you feel that this Federal legislation will become a 
deterrant? 

Mr. MANN. First of all, that statute was enacted originally a year 
ago. 

Ms. FREED. It is a recent law. 
Mr. MANN. It takes some State mechanism to give public notice of 

the new law. The press also has a duty. The State certainly does, to let 
people know there exists a statute here and that the State is going to 
enforce it. 

You also have to understand that that speciGc legislation was not 
directed only at railroads, it was a general statute. If you focus in on an 
industry, you get attention. Here we are focusing in on the railroads 
nationally. That certainly has some impact. More so than a general 
statute dealing vrith another murder or another crime generally, which 
the Illinois statute does. As far as our research has been able to deter- 
mine, there is only one other State that has any penalty comparable to 
the Illinois statute, and that is the State of California, which again I 
think was also recently enacted. 

You know, we are dealing with 50 States, and one State having some- 
thing that is effective does not cure the problem. 

Ms. FREED. I just caution you that you are going to have to still 
deal with the problems of apprehension and enforcement. 

Mr. CoNYERS. Gentlemen, we appreciate your testimony. You have 
been a great help by bringing your personal experiences to the commit- 
tee for the consideration of the legislation you support. 

Thank you. 
Mr. SNYDER. Thank you, Mr. Chairman, members of the committee, 

we are very grateful for the opportunity to appear before you today. 
I also express appreciation for your assistance and for your great 
staff that nas been of assistance in bringing these things up. 

Mr. CoNYERS. Our next witness is from the Department of Justice. 
He is the Chief of the General Crimes Section, Mr. Alfred Hantman. 

You have a prepared statement in the record. Are you going to 
introduce your assistant and begin your discussion? 

TESTIMONT  OF  ALFRED  HANTMAN,  CHIEF,  GENERAL  CRIMES 
SECTION, DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

Mr. HANTMAN. Thank you^ Mr. Chairman. 
Mr. Chairman, my name is Alfred Hantman and I am the Chief 

of the General Crimes Section. On my right I have Mr. Tim Wilson 
and Mr. Ralph Culver from our section as well as Mr. John Dion, on 
my left. 
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It is a pleasure to appear before you today, Mr. Chairman, and to 
discuss the possible legislation offered by Congressman Hughes with 
respect to making it a criminal offense to shoot a firearm or throw 
objects at certain railroad trains, engines, motor units, or cars used 
by railroads engaged in the transportation of persons or property in 
interstate or foreign commerce. 

If I might comment briefly with respect to the bill, Mr. Chairman, 
as vou know, the bill would add several criminal offenses to the 
Federal Criminal Code by creating a new section 1993 of title 18 of 
the United States Code and substantially broaden the thrust of 
existing sections 1991 and 1992 of title 18, of the United States Code. 

Under the proposed section 1993, this bill provides whoever know- 
ingly throws, drops, projects, or in any manner propels any object at 
any railroad train, railroad engine, or railroad car used by common 
carrier by rail, engaged in interstate commerce, which can reasonably 
be expected to cause physical injury to a person, or fires any firearms 
at such rolling stock that is so engaged, shall, as a result, be punished 
by a fine of not more than $15,000 or imprisonment for not more than 
15 years if death results, or both, or by a fine of not more than $10,000 
or imprisonment for not more than 5 years, or both, if physical 
injury, short of death, results. It provides for even lesser punishments 
where neither death nor physical injury is inflicted upon any persons. 

Gentlemen, as you know, serious acts of violence or vandalism will- 
fully committed for the purpose of derailing, disabling or wrecking a 
train, or attempts to do so are presently being covered by our section 
1992 of title 18, United States Code. Section 1992 also covers acts 
which render trestles, tracks, signals or other railroad facilities un- 
usable or hazardous for use. Such acts are made punishable under that 
section by a fine of not more than $10,000 or imprisonment for not 
more than 20 years or both. 

There is another section of the United States Code which deals 
specifically with the problem of injury to railroads and I allude to 
section 2181 of title 15 of the United States Code, which proscribes 
acts of willful destruction or injury to any property moving in inter- 
state commerce by railroad. This statute provides for a fine of not 
more than $5,000 or imprisonment for not more than 10 years or 
both. Now, I should note in passing with respect to this statute, 
gentlemen, that unless there are criminal conspiracies involved or 
serious destruction of injury to property, it has oeen the practice of 
the Department of Justice to defer violations under this statute to 
the local authorities. 

We believe that the Federal Government does have a role in the 
overall scheme of law enforcement in the railroad transportation field. 
However, we are opposed to the legislation under consideration because 
it would make the Department of Justice primarily responsible in 
many instances for the investigation and prosecution of acts of 
vandalism—which we have heard about today and, concededly, 
they are horrible in terms of the stories that were presented to the 
members of this subcommittee today—which are substantially 
committed by juvenile offenders in local railroad yards. 

If I might pause a moment and give this subcommittee some 
pertinent statistics for the calendar year of 1976 in this area—and 
this will answer some of the questions that Mr. Sawyer raised with 
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earlier witnesses—with respect to the stoning of trains in calendar 
year 1976, there were 9,954 such incidents. With respect to this matter, 
119 adults were arrested for stoning, 2,104 juveniles arrested for 
stoning, and there were 1,536 persons convicted of the stoning of 
trains. So, when you are talking in terms of stoning trains you are 
dealing with almost a 20-to-l ratio with respect to the number of 
arrests that were made. That is to say, 20 juveniles for everj- adult. 

With respect to shooting at trains, in the calendar year 1976 
there were 737 incidents of shooting at trains. In this area, 36 adults 
were arrested for shooting at trains and 201 juveniles were arrested 
for similar misconduct. Here again you are dealing with a 6-to-l ratio. 
There were 784 persons convicted of offenses related to shooting 
of trains. 

Now, in addition to all this criminal misconduct, I would like the 
subcommittee to know that with respect to trespa.ssers, which is a 
continuing ongoing problem, that the railroads have trespassers who 
were reported or warned and removed but not arrested—170,334 
adults and 203,547 juveniles. 

Now, these statistics are taken from the monthly statistics reported 
by the railroad employees which, as I understand it, represent 30 
railroads in the United States and Canada, and I think convincingly 
demonstrate that the problem faced is a juvenile problem. 

Now, while greater law enforcement efforts are obviously needed 
to deal with crimes of railroad vandalism, we believe these efforts 
should be provided by local law enforcement agencies. 

To provide a better insight into the problem of successful investiga- 
tion and prosecution of certain offenses involving railroad vandalism 
under the Federal statute, I would like to bring to your attention 
some figures which were provided to us by the Federal Bureau of 
Investigation in this area. From February' 29, 1976, to January 31, 
1977, the FBI field offices investigated 294 Federal train wreck 
statute violations. These are violations that arise under section 1992, 
title 18. In the same period, there were only seven convictions under 
this statute. We understand, from inquiry made of the Bureau, that 
all these convictions related to adults. Past experience has shown that 
many of these offenders are juveniles or in many cases sufficient 
evidence was not available to identify the offenders. 

Now, we in Federal law enforcement—as our local counterparts 
will agree—^o not suffer from lack of demand on our limited resources. 
Major white collar crime cases, organized crime cases, public cor- 
ruption, multistate narcotic rings, and theft ring cases must and do 
receive a high priority by us in Federal law enforcement. 

There are those who would contend that the enactment of the 
offenses included in the bill proposed by Congressman Hughes into 
Federal crimes would of itself serve as a deterrent. We submit, un- 
fortunately, our experience with such high volume concurrent juris- 
diction offenses as bank robberies and motor vehicle theft does not 
support this position. For example, violations of Federal bank robbery 
and incidental crimes statute have shown an increase from 1,705 in 
1966 to 5,050 in 1975. This is notwithstanding the existence of Federal 
bank robberv statutes. By the same token, in instances involving 
automobile theft, these statistics jump from 328,200 in 1960 to an 
excess of 1 million in 1975, and we do have our National Motor 
Vehicle Theft Act on the books. 
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Now, following the independent truckers stand down in early 1974— 
and there was some reference to that matter here today by some of 
you gentlemen—as well as by some of the witnesses—the trucking 
industry urged that the Federal Government expand certain Federal 
offenses so as to make acts of vandalism, similar to those that are 
proposed in the bill offered by Mr. Hughes, Federal crimes. For- 
tunately, such legislation was not enacted into law. We were dealing 
then, for example, with such things as rock throwing at the wind- 
shields of cabs, slashing tires, cluttering gas stations—all that sort of 
misconduct that was of nigh moment at that time in history. 

As statistics reflect, and as I said a moment ago, the overwhelming 
majority of the crimes under consideration by this subcommittee are 
indeed committed by juvenile offemlers. We believe these offenders 
should be judicially processed and supervised m their local environ- 
ment by local officials and their parents, rather than Federal authori- 
ties who are often removed from the local community. As you know, 
Congress has endorsed the concept that juvenile offenders should be 
Srosecuted  by local  authorities  by its enactment of the  Federal 

uvenile Delinquency Act. This Act severely restricts the processing 
of juvenile offenders by Federal authorities. 

There was an amendment to the Federal Juvenile Delinquency 
Act, in 1974, as a result of which the Bureau of Prisons is literally 
going out of the juvenile business. Following the mandate of this act 
to defer juveniles to State authorities, the Bureau of Prisons is not 
maintainmg its juvenile facilities and has targeted July 1, 1977, for 
the complete closure of its Federal juvenile facilities. 

Mr. Sawyer, earlier this morning, was very interested in the prob- 
lem of jurisdiction with respect to juveniles and what we have by way 
of facilities. Let me depart a moment from my statement and give this 
committee some prison statistics I received late last night. 

As of February 28, 1977, there were 28,746 Federal prisoners, 
according to the Bureau of Prison statistics. 

Mr. CoNYEBs. How many? 
Mr. HANTMAN. 28,746. 
The approved physical capacity of the Federal prison system is only 

22,491. Thus today our Federal prison system is 27 percent over 
capacity. As of February 1977, there were 220 juveniles in Federal 
facilities under the Federal Juvenile Delinquency Act. There are five 
remaining Federal juvenile facilities. Most of them are on the site of 
adult institutions with separate facilities for juveniles. The Federal 
Juvenile Delinquency Act, as you know, forbids the intermingling of 
juvenile offenders and adult offenders. Now, all of these five facilities, 
mcluding the Kennedy Youth Center at Morgantown, W. Va., and 
facilities in Englewood, Calif., which is the largest one and contains 
at the present time 115 juveniles; Tallahassee, Fla., Pleasanton, 
Calif., and Miami, Fla., are either full or near full. 

The Federal prison population situation being what it is, the 
Federal Government, I submit to you, would be considerably bur- 
dened if criminal misconduct in the form of railroad vandalism, which 
is primarily local in character, was suddenly raised by the Congress 
to the status of a Federal offense category. 

We are aware of the numerous incidents of stoning and the use of 
firearms against railroad trains which occur each year. We understand 
that most of these incidents occur in terminal areas and that it is 
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exceedingly difficult to apprehend those who commit these crimes. This 
is so because there are usually few witnesses present at the scene 
of these crimes and therefore viable investigative leads which would 
identify these offenders are generally not available. 

These crimes of vandalism are so varied in nature that many dif- 
ferent types of preventive approaches would be required to deal with 
this problem. Since most of these offenses are committed in railroad 
terminal areas located in or near large metropolitan areas, it would 
appear that preventive measures such as stepped up surveillance and 
improved security of these areas would do much to curb many of these 
offenses. We believe that the railroad industry, the local communities 
concerned, and local law enforcement agencies, not Federal officials, 
should be responsible for these preventive aspects. 

In conclusion, I should point out that we at the Department of 
Justice recognize that the criminal laws of the several States relating to 
acts of vandalism against railroad employees vary considerably both as 
to the acts of vandalism proscribed and the penalties authorized for 
such offenses. Although these varying offenses and penalties could be 
rectified by Federal legislation, we would suggest that the development 
and enactment of uniform model State legislation would be a more 
appropriate means of achieving this end. The Department of Justice 
would support such model State legislation. 

This concludes my statement, and I am prepared to answer such 
questions as the subcommittee may want to direct toward me. 

Mr. CoNYERs. Thank you for your very thoughtful presentation, 
Mr. Hantman. 

Are there questions from the subcommittee? 
Mr. SAWYER. I had not even realized that the Federal Government 

was in the juvenile business at all and, obviously, they are doing it to a 
very minimal degree when you are talking about a total of 200 
juveniles. Do I understand that they're even phasing that out? 

Mr. HANTMAN. Yes, sir. You see, Mr. Sawyer, under the act as it is 
currently written, the Federal Juvenile Delinquency Act—there is a 
requirement that the Federal Government make the juvenile who is 
apprehended for the commission of a Federal crime available to the 
State. He must first be offered to the State. Generally speaking, if the 
juvenile is a citizen of that State, the State will accept him. If it turns 
out the State does not desire to accept jurisdiction over the juvenile 
for the commission of an offense which would be a crime if committed 
by an adult, or if the Attorney General were to certify under the act 
that the State has no programs that would be helpful for the juvenile, 
then the Federal Government would deal with the juvenile in the 
Federal system as a juvenile. 

Mr. SAWYER. Apparently it is so seldom done. Despite spending a 
lifetime in the courts and a lot of times in the Federal courts, I have 
never been concerned with juvenile proceedings. Of course, the Federal 
penitentiary system is in no different boat than every one of the 
States, I am sure. I know Michigan is in the same over population 
situation. The FBI though is at least—^it has been my impression— 
and I have a lot of dealings with their local people in our area, in the 
area of Michigan, at least there they are very, verj- understaffed and 
certainlv, compared with the State police of local police. Is that true 
nationally? 
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Mr. HANTMAN. While I cannot formally speak for the Federal 
Bureau of Investigation, I think that it is true that the complement 
of the Federal Bureau of Investigation is far lower than the police 
complements of many of our States. 

For example, New York City has somewhere in the neighborhood 
of 24,000-25,000 policemen, "the Bureau has an organization of 
approximately 7,500 individuals. The same may be true of cities like 
Chicago, and Mr. Conyers would know of Detroit. So when you 
mention a thin grey line, it is yea, verily, very tliin. 

Mr. SAWYER. Of course, I have observed, at least again referring 
only to my own experience, that the U.S. district attorney's oflBces 
are not nearly the size or capacity that the average State prosecutor's 
or county prosecutor's office are. In my area, we had a staff of maybe 
21 lawyers, whereas the U.S. district attorney's office for the entire 
western district of Michigan only had like four assistants, and they 
covered, you know, .30--40 counties. So, they really—the Federal 
Government really, while it sounds very important, and it is very 
important in their law enforcement function, are really much more 
limited than, I think, the public tends to think, and I would tend to 
be sympathetic that they ought to concentrate their lesources on the 
kind of real serious and interstate things that you are mentioning, 
such as oiganized crime and interstate conspiracies and multistate 
white-collar crime, because they just do not have the resources. 

Mr. HANTMAN. That is factually correct, sir. There are approxi- 
mately 1,200 attorneys in the various U.S. attorneys offices around 
the country. I daresay, if you totaled it up, the complement of the 
various local State prosecutor offices around the country far exceeds 
that. 

Mr. SAWYER. I am sure. 
Mr. HANTMAN. Los Angeles alone, I am told, in the State prosecu- 

tor's office has over 500 people, and we have got 1,200 nationally. 
Mr. SAWYER. Well, in Wayne County, where the Chairman comes 

from, they have about 125. You know I come from Grand Rapids, 
and even in little Kent County we have 21, where for the whole 
western district of Michigan, which I cannot tell you precisely how 
many, but probably includes .30 counties, anyway, and maybe more, 
including the whole Upper Peninsula of Michigan, they have four 
attorneys in the entire western district. And with those limited facili- 
ties, would you visualize that if this jurisdiction were, in effect, taken 
over by Federal legislation, there would be additional manpower 
problems for the FBI? 

Mr. HANTMAN. Considerably so, not only for the FBI but all the 
U.S. attorneys offices across the country would have to deal with this 
kind of thing. I might also remind this subcommittee we are currently 
bound by the Speedy Trial Act, which was enacted by Congress not 
too long back, which set certain priorities for us in the trial of cases. 
We will then, of course, have a more difficult problem of making the 
choice of which ca.ses are the most serious and mu.st be brought to trial 
as promptly as possible within the mandate of that act. It may make 
for some very difficult choices, were this legislation to become Federal 
in character, in order for us to accomplish the mission that is assigned 
to all the various U.S. attorneys olEces across the country in ade- 
quately enforcing it's laws. 
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Mr. CoNTERs. Thank you very much. 
Mr. Gutlger, did you have an observation? 
Mr. GuDQER. A very brief one. I notice that the .stoning of train.s, 

shooting of trains, and track obstructions seem to be the three classifi- 
cations in this chart of statistics which we have been supplied that 
fall under Mr. Hughes areas of concern principally. 

The other offenses would largely not be applicable because they 
seem to be local in character and not designed to deal with the moving 
train problem. 

Now, with respect to stoning of trains, do you have any statistics 
showing what proportion of these offenses occur within the yard or 
at the train station, as distinguished from when the train is out in 
motion in interstate travel? 

Mr. HANTMAN. No, sir; well, first, Mr. Guiiger, those statistics 
were not presented by the Department of Justice, and I do not have 
the kind of data that you are soliciting here at this moment. May I, 
in response to your question, enlighten you to this extent: the types 
of vandalism we are talking about in considering this problem—the 
proposed legislation—deal with such misconduct as placing obstruc- 
tions on tracks, tampering with switches, brake signals or switch 
lights, entering stored commuter and pa.ssenger cars and breaking 
and entering tool houses, ticket booths and other office facilities ana 
ransacking   them,   and   setting   fires,   intentionally   or   accidently. 

Now, the first three types of misconduct, namely, placing obstruc- 
tions on tracks, tampering with switches, braking signal or switch 
lights by shooting them out, are all covered under Federal laws. The 
others are matters for local concern or are concurrent jurisdiction 
offenses. What I am saying to you, is that a good part of the types of 
vandalism that generally occur on railroads is now either covered by 
Federal law or concurrently enforceil by State and Federal 
jurisdictions. 

Mr. GuDGER. My problem, Mr. Hantman, is this: I see an awful 
lot of offenses reported here. The great bulk of them are trespass 
offenses and those, it seems to me, are taking place in the yard, at the 
railroad station, or in the vicinity of the railroad station and therefore a 
situation which the carrier itself can probably do more to protect 
and do more to deal with than any other groui)s. Certainly, perhaps 
more than the FBI or the Federal agencies. Now, what I am trying to 
grasp is, of this group of offenses which Mr. Hughes' act is trying to 
make Federal, do we have any statistics indicating how great a per- 
centage of those offenses occur in this area where the major part of 
these trespasses occur; that is, in the area of the urban community 
where the yards are located, where management of trespassing might 
be part of the answer? 

Mr. HANTMAN. Well, while I do not possess these statistics, sir, I 
would believe that the industry does have data along that general 
line. 

Mr. CoNYERs. I want to thank you for appearing on behalf of your 
Department; you have accomplished a great deal in trying to get in 
perspective the handling of a perplexing problem. You have shown us 
we might be considered overreaching if we were to reach for the 
Federal solution. We may be calling on you again, because there is 
still some other information to come in after today. We probably will 



65 

be hearing some from some of the Association of Railroad people who 
were not able to testify before us today, anil we may need further 
assistance from you and your staff. 

Mr. HANTMAN. We would be happy to help the subcommittee in 
any way we know. 

Mr. CoNYERs. You have been very heljjful. Thank you again. 
Our final witness for today is from the Department of Transporta- 

tion. He is an Associate Administrator for Safety, Mr. Donald W. 
Bennett. We will incorporate your testimony in the record, and we 
may be running against a small deadline, since we do not know when 
the quorum vote will be handled. 

Mr. BENNETT. I will try antl summarize the testimony then, sir, 
as best I can. 

Mr. CoNYERS. All right. 

TESTIMONY OF DONALD W. BENNETT, ASSOCIATE ADMINISTEATOE 
FOR SAFETY, DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

Mr. BENNETT. I have with me Mr. Charles Clark from my staff, 
who has been working on the issue that we will talk about later on. 
We appreciate, Mr. Chairman, the opportunity to appear before you 
today. 

What I would like to do is try and indicate the data that is available 
to the Federal Railroad Administration in regard to the problem that 
you are considering and the approaches of FRA and the Depart- 
ment to this problem. The FRA administers the Federal Railroad 
Safety program authorized by the Federal Railroad Safety Act and 
other related laws. 

The e.xact magnitude of the vandalism problem is and has been a 
problem for us because the railroad accident statistics do not pinpoint 
these specific cau.ses. Starting in 1977 we do have different cause codes 
and in the future we will have much better information both in regard 
to train accidents and in regard to injuries to employees. 

The data that we are aware of in regard to this problem includes 
our accident reporting system, complaints that we have received 
from Mr. Snyder and other railway labor organizations, information 
we gather through our industry meetings and the data that is collected 
by the Association of American Railroads that has been referred to 
previously. 

Our accident data for 1975 and 1976 show that train accidents 
caused by interference with railroad operations by nonrailroad 
emploj'ee and nonrailroad personnel increased from 127 in 1975 to 
183 in 1976, and all types of accidents increased. Injuries to employees 
from assault increased from 27,i to 364 in 1976. 

But there is another classification of injuries to employees that may 
be of interest to the committee, and that is casualties resulting from 
being struck by either flying or falling objects. Casualties to employees 
from being struck by flying objects in 1975 were 305; in 1976 there 
were 363 mjuries and one fatality. Being struck by falling objects, 
showed a much larger number. In 1975 over 2,000; in 1976 also over 
2,000. 

It is difficult to determine if all of those accidents can he classified 
as vandal acts, but they show some indication of the magnitude of the 
problem. 
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Mr. CoNYERs. What else could they be classified as? 
Mr. BENNETT. For example, the flying objects, sir, could have been 

from another derailment; it could have been from lading that broke 
loose from a boxcar; it could have been something like that. If I 
would have to guess, I would say much of it would be vandals. 

Mr. CoNYERS. Are you prepared to make a recommendation about 
the legislation before the subcommittee? 

Mr. BENNETT. No, sir. On that matter we need to defer to the De- 
partment of Justice. 

Mr. CoNYERS. All right. 
Are there questions, gentlemen? 
Counsel has a few. 
Ms. FREED. Just two questions, Mr. Bennett. It has come to the 

attention of this subcommittee and its staff that there could be a few 
things that could be done outside of State, local, or Federal legislation 
to combat this problem. One is simply putting missile resistant or 
bullet resistant glass in railroad cars. Why is it you only started to 
hold meetings on this issue in 1976, even though the problem has been 
a problem for a long time, and what do you intend to do to encourage 
the railroads to install safety glass? 

Mr. BENNETT. We have been holding meetings since last year to 
this date. We now have issued advance notice of proposed rulemaking 
that I would like to make a part of the recortl. 

Mr. CoNYEBS. Without objection, so ordered. 
(The advance notice of proposed rulemaking follows:] 

DEPARTMENT OF TR.\N8PORTATION 

Federal Railroad Administration (49 CFR Chapter II) (Docket No. RSGM-1, 
Notice 1) 

IMPROVED GLAZING MATERIAL IN WINDOWS OF LOCOMOTIVE CABS, RAILROAD 
PASSENGER AND COMMUTER CARS, RAPID TRANSIT CARS, AND CABOOSES 

ADVANCE NOTICE OF PROPOSED RULEMAKING 

The Federal Railroad Administration (FRA) is studying the need for a Federal 
regulation to require the use of improved glazing material in the windows of 
locomotive cabs, railroad passenger and commuter cars, rapid transit cars, and 
cabooses. The purpose of this notice is to solicit views and comments from the 
public as to the need for such a regulation and the costs and benefits that would 
result. 
Background informalion 

On September 29, 1976, the Railway Labor Executives Association (RLEA) 
filed a rulemaking petition requesting that the FRA issue a regulation to require 
the use of safety glass in all windows of locomotive cabs, railroad passenger cars, 
and cabooses (FRA Rulemaking Petition 76-4). 

Pursuant to section 211.13 of the FRA Rules of Practice (49 CFR 211.13, 41 
FR 54181) the rulemaking proceeding initiated by this notice shall be completed 
not later than 12 months after the date this notice is published in the Federal 
Register. The provision of section 211.13 that ririemaking petitions initiated as 
the result of a rulemaking petition be completed within 12 months following the 
filing of that petition does not apply in this instance because the RLEA petition 
was filed prior to January 1, 1977, the effective date of the Rules of Practice. 

RLEA asserts in its petition that the safety of railroad employees and passengers 
is placed in serious jeopardy by the lack of safety glass that would: 

1. Protect railroad crew members, railroad pa-ssengers and other railroad 
employees from death or injury resulting from being struck by stones, bottles, 
bullets and other missiles thrown or shot by criminal vandals. 

2. Protect employees and passengers from the affects of broken glass in the 
event of a railroad accident. 
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3. Aid in the prevention of the ejection of employees and passengers from 
the interior of the railroad equipment in which they are riding in the event 
of a railroad accident. 

In its petition, RLEA requests that FRA determine what is the "best possible 
safety glazing material" for these purposes and issue a regulation requiring that 
this glazing material be installed in the windows of locomotive cabs, railroad 
passenger cars and cabooses within two years. RLEA states further that "this 
safety glazing material should be free from distortion and should not be affected 
by abrasion, windshield wipers or cleaning, which would not permit clear 
visibility." 

FRA regulations now require shatterproof glass on locomotives (49 CFR §§ 
230.229(b) and 230.423(b)). In addition, several states have laws and regulations 
governing the glazing material applied to the windows of railroad equipment. 
State laws and regulations vary from general safety glass requirements, to detailed 
in-depth standards and specifications for window glazing material. 

As part of its study, FRA reviewed its train accident files. This review revealed 
that during calendar year 1975, a total of 305 injuries and no fatalities resulted 
from persons being struck by flying objects. These injuries involved 297 employees, 
six passengers, one non-trespasser and one trespasser. In the first eight months of 
1976, a total of 231 injuries and one fatality resulted. The injuries involved 228 
on-duty employees, one off-duty employee, and two pa.ssengers. The one fatality 
was an on-duty employee. 

FRA also conducted a meeting on September 22, 1976, to examine the feasibility 
of effecting improvements in the glazing material applied to railroad equipment to 
eliminate or reduce such casualties in the future. This meeting was attended by 
representatives of the Association of American Railroads (AAR), various rail- 
roads, American and British glazing manufacturers, locomotive manufacturers, 
railroad equipment manufacturers and suppliers, and railroad operating labor 
unions. The glazing industry representatives indicated that glazing materials 
capable of stopping almost any missile are available. At this meeting the AAR 
offered to review the repair and train accident claim records of its member railroads 
for information concerning the incidence of broken glazing material on locomotives, 
passenger and commuter cars and cabooses. This review is to include data con- 
cerning the number and types of acts of vandalism causing such damage. In 
addition, it is to include information concerning the nature and extent of injuries 
sustained by railroad employees and pa.ssengers. 

Additional meetings were held on November 18, 1976 and January 27, 1977. 
The consensus of those attending these meetings was that the glazing material 
and its supporting frame on windows of locomotives, cabooses and passenger cars 
shoxild— 

1. Withstand without penetration and inside spalling or splintering these 
impacts: 

a. A suspended cinder block struck at a speed of 30 mph- 
b. A fist-size object thrown from a distance of 25 feet such as ballast rock, 

}^ of a masonry brick, track spikes and bolts, rail anchors, tie plates and 
bottles; and 

c. A .22 caliber long rifle or .38 caliber pistol bullet fired from a distance of 
150 feet; and 

2. Provide clear visibility without distortion, discoloration or other visual 
impairment. 

Further meetings will be scheduled if necessary. Persons desiring to attend these 
meetings should contact the Associate Administrator for Safety, Federol Railroad 
Administration, Washington, D.C. 20590. 
Public parlicipalion requested 

FRA believes that additional information is required concerning the necessity 
for, the cost of, and the benefits to be derived from a Federal regulation requiring 
the use of improved glazing material in the windows of locomotive cabs, railroad 
passenger and commuter cars, rapid transit cars and cabooses. FRA invites written 
comments from the public, particularly from railroads including rapid transit 
railroads, railroad employees and railroad equipment manufacturers and suppliers. 
FRA also requests commenters to indicate their willingness and capability to 
supply, upon request, further information and statistics that may be needed to 
perform cost-benefit and economic impact analyses for specific rulemaking pro- 
posals concerning the subjects discussed in this notice. 
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Specific advice is requested on the following points: 
1. Siiould FRA develop regulations to require the ase of improved glazing ma- 

terial in the windows of locomotive cabs, railroad passenger and commuter cars, 
rapid transit cars and cabooses? What alternatives to this course of action should 
also be considered? How costly and effective would each be? 

2. How many fatalities and injuries in the past ten years resulted from occupants 
of locomotive cabs, railroad passenger and commuter cars, rapid transit cars and 
cabooses being— 

(a) Struck by objects suspended from overhead structures and missiles? 
(b) Struck by broken glazing material during train accidents? 
(c) Ejected from the interior of such vehicles? 

3. What means other than improved glazing material are available to protect 
occupants from the hazards described in question 2? How costly and effective 
would each be? 

4. Shotild improved glazing material be required only in the windows of new 
equipment? Should its installation on existing equipment also be required? 

(a) What w^ould be the resulting costs for new and existing equipment? 
(b) How effective would improved glazing material be in reducing injuries 

and fataUties? 
(c) What would be the impact of these requirements on equipment mainte- 

nance? 
(d) What would be a reasonable amount of time to allow the equipment 

manufacturers and railroads to install improved glazing material on new and 
existing eqxiipment? 

5. What objects suspended from overhead structures, and what missiles should 
window glazing material prevent from penetrating the interiors of locomotive 
cabs, railroad passenger and commuter cars, rapid transit cars, and cabooses? 
What combinations of velocities, shapes, sizes and weights of objects suspended 
from overhead structures and missiles should be considered? (Example; (a) 
Bullet, impact speed 2450 ft. sec, cylindrical pointed, .30 cal, 180 grains; and 
(b) Brick, suspended, impact speed 30 m.p.h. rectangular polyhedron 2Ji x 3^ x 8 
inches. 4'i pounds). 

6. What types of glazing material can sustain the impacts discussed previously 
under "Background of Information" as well as these listed in response to question 
5? How thick must these glazing materials be? Are they readily available and in 
adequate supply? How difficult and costly would it be to mount them securely 
in new and existing locomotives, railroad passenger and commuter cars, rapid 
transit cars and cabooses? 

7. Should FRA regulations specify performance criteria, tests and/or other 
requirements for windows and window glazing materials of locomotives cabs, 
railroad pa.ssenger and commuter cars, rapid transit cars, and cabooses? 

(a) Should these requirements vary according to window location (front, 
side, and rear facing) and type of railroad equipment? 

(b) What specific requirements should apply to the various windows, 
window glazing materials and types of railroad equipment? 

(c) What tests should be required to determine that window glazing 
materials satisfy these requirements? 

Communications should identify the docket number and notice number and 
be submitted in triplicate to the Docket Clerk, Office of Chief Counsel, Federal 
Railroad Administration, 400 Seventh Street, S.W., Washington, D.C. 20590. 
Communications received before June 1, 1977, will be considered by FRA in the 
development of regulations that may be proposed in a future notice. Comments 
received after that date will be considered to the extent practicable. All comments 
received will be available, both before and after the closing date for communica- 
tions, for examination bv interested persons during regular business hours in 
Room .^)101, Nassif Building, 400 Seventh Street, S.W., Washington, D.C. 20590. 

This notice is issued under the authority of Sec. 202, 84 Stat. 971 (45 U.S.C. 
431), and §1.49(n) of the regulations of the Office of the Secretary, 49 CFR 
1.49(n)). 

Issued in Washington, D.C. on Mar. 4, 1977. 
BRI'CE M. FLOHB, Deputy Administrator. 

Mr. BKNNETT. Thank you, sir. Before that we were investigating 
various glazing activities that were being done by the inclivi(iual rail- 
road companies, to see if they were adequate. Amtrak has been doing 
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quite a bit of work in this area and many railroads in the Northeast 
have also been doing quite a bit of work in that area. 

We were not convinced until last fall that we needed to impose a 
requirement which would require extensive retrofit on all the locomo- 
tives and cabooses as well as passenger cars. 

Ms. FREED. Are you now convinced? 
Mr. BENNETT. Well, we now are at the point where we think it 

should be seriously considered, and with this advance notice we are 
asking for more data on it. We are not committing ourselves as yet, 
but it certainly looks like the problem is serious enough that some sort 
of requirement should be levied on the industry. 

Ms. FREED. I hone your data collection efforts in this area are 
significantly better than those that have existed in the area of vandal- 
ism itself. 

Mr. BENNETT. We have .some data that has been presented here 
before and is in my statement. A sample of 2 months, which I think is 
very good. We need to know what kind of missiles shoukl be protected 
against. 

Mr. CoNYERS. Well, what is the hesitancy about a simple feature like 
installing a better gla.ss? Aren't the labor movement in the railroads 
pre.ssing for that? 

Mr. BENNETT. Yes, they have been. Our present regulations now 
require a shatterproof glass which will resist some missiles. 

The question is to what extent should we attempt to require glass 
that would resist all missiles. If you notice, in these statements there 
are various kinds of missiles that have been directed at engines and 
cabooses as well as pa.ssenger cars. Do we need to, in effect, insulate 
those vehicles from a high caliber rifle? Is that necessary, or only 
pellet guns or shotguns? 

Mr. CoNYERS. 1 suggest that you conduct a 2-week survey on the 
railroad lines, standing behind some regular glass and then come back 
and answer the questions. 

Mr. BENNETT. I think we have some of that data and we will use 
it. 

Ms. FREED. Mr. Bennett, just one further question about your 
helicopter demonstration project, about which we have received 
conflicting information. Actually, we were told you felt it was a huge 
success, that you had statistics that show that vandalism was de- 
terred when you had helicopters flying along the railroad lines or 
following the railroad trains to alert local |)olice to pick up vandals or 
just deter the vandals themselves from committing acts. Yet you also 
say that the program has, in effect, failed, because it has not been 
reproduced elsewhere. You have decided not to u.se it. Was it good 
or was it bad, and are you going to encourage it or not? 

Mr. BENNETT. I think it is very clear that helicopter jjatrols are an 
effective deterrent not only to vandals but also for security matters. 
There were two demonstration projects, one in the Philadelphia area 
and one in the St. Louis area which clearly were demonstration proj- 
ects funded by the Federal Government. These show that the pro- 
gram could be effective and how the program, or how the helicopter 
patrols shoukl be organized. We think we have clearly demonstrated 
that and are attempting to encourage the use of it. 

87-084 O - 77 - « 



70 

Ms. FREED. Thank you. 
Mr. CoNYERs. Mr. SAWYER. 
Mr. SAWYER. Has any effort been made to approach the subcom- 

mittee on uniform laws, who are very active in tne United States on 
uniform State laws, to get something in the way of a model uniform 
law proposed? 

Mr. BENNETT. I am not aware of that. I just do not know. 
Mr. SAWYER. And, of course, you come back around to the prob- 

lem, you know, unfortunately, as you probably know, 50 percent of 
our crime is committed by juveniles, unfortunately, and rarely or 
only infrequently do the prosecutorial authority get involved with 
anyone much over the age of .30 or 35. The greatest bulk of even adult 
criminal prosecution is, you know, on the under-30 age bracket. 
Juveniles are very, very hard to reach by jjenalty-type things. Juve- 
niles do not, in the guise of the law, commit a crime. They have be- 
havioral problems, so to speak, and you cannot impose mandatory 
minimums or incarceration or this kind of thing and particularly when 
you are dealing with area, while the general crime rate is about 50 
percent nationally, horrifying as that is, in this area—the area we are 
talking about here, I would guess the statistics somewhat bear that 
out—are probably more in the area of 90-odd percent is what you are 
talking about is juvenile and the thing that disturbs me is how we 
could reach that with a criminal statute, whether it be State or 
Federal, and I am working on a program now that I intend to try to 
get into that, maybe an approach that addresses itself to that problem 
down at the grass roots level, if you want to call it that, because that 
is really where we have to work on it. 

Do you have any feeling yourself about this statute, or this bill 
we are taking a look at? 

Mr. BENNETT. NO, sir. As I indicated, the Department of Justice 
has our position on that. 

Mr. SAWYER. I understand you defer to the Department of Justice, 
but I was just curious if you have given any thoughts to the bill, 
not speaking ojficially for your Department, but just being—do 
you have any personal feeling? 

Mr. BENNETT. My personal view would be this, sir. 
There are many things that are being done and need to be done, 

and I do not think any one mechanism, device, statute, or regulation 
or program will solve the entire vandalism problem. We should not 
Ein our hopes on any one item. Anything we could do that would 

e of help and would be of an aid should be done. 
Mr. SAWYER. But isn't—maybe at the moment—should not maybe 

some serious thought be addressed to the question raised by both 
the counsel and the chairman on actual bullet-proof-type glass on 
the trains? I mean, you know, I am not sure that even if a uniform 
law with a mandatory minimum penalty and/or Federal statute— 
particularly where you are dealing with a great bulk of juvenile—is 
foing to really be the answer and really going to stop it. And maybe, 

ad as it seems to have to approach it m tms way, maybe the best 
solution is—are defensive measures, let us say. 

Mr. BENNETT. Yes, sir. That is what we are doing. We are reducing 
the consequences of vandalism. 
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Mr. SAWTEK. What kind of glass do they have in the trains now? 
Is it just glass that rock will go through? 

Mr. BENNETT. It varies from carrier to carrier. Amtrack has some 
laminated glass. 

Mr. CLARK. TWO panes of glass with a plastic laminate between. 
Mr. SAWYER. Why is it allowed to vary from train to train when 

you are dealing with the safety of both passengers and crew of the 
train and you Know it is a problem enacting a criminal statute, or 
even turning the FBI loose on it is not going to solve it, because wnen 
vou are dealing with predominantly juveniles, historically the law 
has been unable to deal with it in a criminal area. You mow, it is 
even known that in big cities juveniles are even hired as hit men, 
because they know that even if they are caught they are only going 
to be in detention for 2 or 3 years and, under the laws of the States 
they are let out, so when you are dealing with such an obviously 
appealing thing to a juvenile, to drop something off a bridge on a 
moving object, all the law in the world and all the enforcement is not 
really going to prevent that. But why do we not have more rules 
dealmg with interstate trains requiring all of them to have bulletproof, 
missileproof windows? 

Mr. BENNETT. That is the process I mentioned before, sir. We are 
beginning our regulatory procedures to accomplish that. 

Mr. SAWYER. Yes, but you know, we have been regulating trains 
since heaven knows when, and it seems to me a kind of a late stage 
to be thinking about that, if we are dealing with the safety and lives 
of people, wmch you are. I am not expert in glass, but 1 hear that 
the President, or whatever, drives in a DuUetproof car, and I assume 
there is glass available and at not too horrific expense, which is 
totally capable of withstanding a bullet, let alone a few rocks. 

Mr. BENNETT. AS I understand it, there is that glass available, sir. 
The type depends on what kind of a bullet you want to prevent 
from entering. 

Mr. SAWYER. Well, is it up to and available to keep out any kind of 
bullet except, you know, a cannon or something? 

Mr. CLARK. Sir, there is glazing material available at this time to 
the industry that will stop any object, that we are talking about here. 
But you come to a point where your side sheeting of your locomotive 
won't support the glazing material frame on the impact of the object, 
if you go to the extreme in size, velocity, and so forth. 

Mr. SAWYER. Well, in any event it would eliminate all but the high- 
powered rifle. You have the material that would protect people from 
anything but, you know, like a .22 bullet. 

Mr. CLARK. Yes, sir, there is material available. 
Mr. SAWYER. Is the Department doing anything about proposing a 

law to make it mandatory' for trains moving m interstate commerce to 
have that kind of window? 

Mr. CLARK. That is what we are doing. We are proposing a regula- 
tion that would have that same effect, su". 

Mr. SAWYER. Thank you. 
Mr. CoNYERs. We appreciate your testimony, and I would say to 

my colleague from Michigan that we could send a message to Brock 
Adams, our former colleague, to get into this, and I also want to refer 
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you to the gun control legislation that has been referred to the 
subcommittee. 

Mr. SAWYER. I personally differ with the chainnan on gun control. 
I have lived with it and I go the mandatory minimum myself, and I 
am aware of what the chairman's position is. 

Mr. CoNYERs. Well, gentlemen, you have been very helpful, and 
on that note the subcommittee will end its hearings, but it will keep 
the record open for additional letters and statements that may come 
in. 

Thank you very much. 
The committee stands adjourned. 
[Whereupon at 12:15 p.m. the hearing was adioumed.] 
[The prepared statement of D. W. Bennett follows:] 

STATEMENT OF DONALD W. BENNETT, ASSOCI.^TE ADMINISTRATOR FOR SAFETY, 
FEDERAI. RAILROAD ADMINISTRATION 

Mr. Chainnan, I am plea.sed to be before j'our Subcommittee to discus.s the 
important subject of railroad vandalism. I am the Associate Administrator for 
Safetyof the Federal Railroad Administration of the Department of Transporta- 
tion. The FRA administers the Federal railroad safety program authorized by the 
Federal Railroad Safety Act of 1970, and other related laws. 

Today I would like to outline for you the data available that indicates the magni- 
tude and scope of the railroad vandalism problem and the approach of FRA and 
the Department to this complex problem. 

Federal Railroad Administration data shows that the vandalism on railroads 
consists primarily of stonings, shootings, signal obstructions, personal attacks and 
track obstructions. These acts cause death and injury to railroad employees and 
derailments of trains. 

The exact magnitude of the vandalism problem is difficult to determine. How- 
ever, sufficient data are available to show that it is a serious problem for the rail- 
road industry. The increasing occurrence of railroad-related vandalism and the 
growing number of assaults upon employees are becoming items of considerable 
concern to the rail industry and the Federal government. Although exact figures 
on vandalism and criminal attacks on the nation's railroads and their employees 
are often incomplete and inconsistent, the overall trend indicates a rise in such 
activity. 

The method of identifying and quantifying vandalism as a cua.se for a specific 
number of train accidents and casualties has been a problem for the FRA. It has 
been difficult to attribute a specific number of rairoad accidents/incidents to 
vandalism. The primary reason for this difficulty is that vandalism, for accident 
reports purposes, was classified within the category "interference with railroad 
operations by non-railroad employees." This category embodied a number of 
miscellaneous causes including but not limited to vandalism. 

Beginning in 1977, FRA, in its accident reports requirements, has instituted 
separate listings (code) for vandalism, establishing a more accurate method for 
recording the actual number of accidents and casualties caused by vandalism. 

The data that are available include the FRA accident reporting system, com- 
plaints and reports received by FRA, information gathered during industry meet- 
ings on related issues and the data collected by the Association of American Rail- 
roads (AAR). These data are attached to this statement. In general, it is shown 
that: 

1. Accident reports data for 197.5 and 1976 reveals that all accidents caused by 
interference with railroad operation by non-railroad employees increased from 
127 in 197;> to 183 in 1976. Collisions, derailments, and miscellaneous caused 
accidents all increases in 1976 over 197.5. Injuries to employees from assaults 
increased from 273 in 197.5 to an estimated 364 in 1976. (Attaclmjent 1.) 

2. The FRA file of letters concerning vandalism reveals a total of 972 incidents 
of vandalism were reported by interested parties over the period 1973-1976. Of 
these incidents, 62 resulted in injuries and 9 were fatalities. (Attachment 2.) 

3. FRA has held two exploratory meetings on possible methods of accomplish- 
ing safer glazing in railroad vehicles. As a part of the FRA meetings on glazing, 
the AAR conducted a special survey of .52 railroads for the months of November 
and December 1976, to collect data on missile impacts upon railroad rolling stock. 
There were 877 reports of missile impacts for two months, projected to 5800 per 
year, and there were 47 injuries reported. (Attachment 3.) 



73 

4. AAR police activities reports reveal that the total reported cost of vandalism 
for 1975 was 3.8 million dollars. This report also cites 6,365 instances of stoning 
of trains, .524 instances of shooting at trains and 4,887 instances of tracli obstruc- 
tion. Preliminary 1976 figures show an increa.se in all activity. (Attachment 4). 

.5. AAIl police records reflect 20,629 reports on vandalisrn in 1975 and 24,780 
reports in 1976, an increase of 20 percent. 

6. Railroad police activity reports estimated that the total cost of criminal 
action against the 30 carriers representing 71 percent of the United States and 
Canadian mileage was .$14,.534,056 in 1976. 

7. FR.\ statistics indicate stoning, shooting, signal destruction, personal attacks 
and track obstruction are the most common types of vandalism. 

1972 VAND.\LI8M REPORT 

In 1972 FRA undertook a study of railroad vandalism. This study showed 
that the major types of vandalism arc stonings, shootings, signal destruction, 
attacks on railroad operating personnel and most potentially .serious of all, track 
obstructions. Such mindless vandalism causes injuries and deaths to railroad 
personnel as well as derailment of trains or destruction of railroad equipment 
as well as cargo. 

The pattern of most acts of vandalism show it increases when students are 
going to and from school. Vandalism is also high during evening hours, holidays, 
weekends and vacation periods. Railroads are prime targets for such acts due to 
a certain impersonality of the rail network and operation, location of yards and 
city trackage in and around the inner city areas. Also the train unlike the truck 
or motorist is generally unable to stop during or after such attacks. 

The most complete review of the scope and nature of the vandalism problem 
is contained in a research report prepared for the Federal Railroad Administra- 
tion by the Behavioral Sciences Division of the Naval Ammunition Depot at 
Crane, Indiana. The report, dated July 10, 1972, summarizes the current litera- 
ture on vandalism and makes a preliminary investigation of the nature of rail- 
road vandalism. A copy of the report is submitted for the Committee's 
consideration. 

The report defines vandalism as "Act of destruction in which monetary profit 
is not a prime motive." The report concludes that the act of vandalism is not a 
senseless act, but can be understood as arising from a variety of motivations. 
The practical result is that a particular prevention or control program may be 
appropriate for one type of vandalism but inappropriate for another. Therefore, 
this study stresses throughout that a variety of approaches must be instituted 
to deal with the rising incidence of railroad vandalism. 

In determining the magnitude of vandalism, the most common items used 
are cost and number of incidents. Cost figures are dependent on inflation, the 
method of repair, what items are included in the cost, the difficulty of computing 
indirect costs, and chance factors. Incident data are dependent on the point in 
the legal process at which the data are collected from number of reported inci- 
dents, through arrests, to court statistics. 

The study also states that theoretical crime causation theories have not been 
of much value to the practical problem of crime prevention. Therefore, it is felt 
that additional research into the "Why" of vandalism will not produce any major 
advances over what is already known. 

The report states that there appears to be some consistency in where vandalism 
takes place and that vandalism is clo.sely associated with school hours. The prob- 
lem is to isolate those variables which will correlate with the incidents of vandalism 
and which can be used to predict which areas will be more likely to have vandalism. 

The report also discasses some prevention and control programs and finds that 
few proposals have met with unanimous cndor.sement. The report concludes there 
is probably no one best technique or program for all situations. 

CARGO   SECURITY 

A national cargo security program was created bv Executive Order 11836 and 
implemented by DOT Order 6000.2 on July 25, 197a. This essentially established 
DOT in the role of cargo security coordinator of the transportation industry, in 
partnership with the Treasury and Justice Departments with roles in law enforce- 
ment and prosecution respectively. 

The function of transportation security has been assigned to an Office of Trans- 
portation Security under the Assistant Secretary of Environmental, Safety and 
Consumer Affairs. This function centers around cargo security planning, policy 



74 

and recommended practices which can be used by those affected by the problems 
of vandalism. The hne responsibility and operation of the program has been placed 
under the safety function of each modal administration making up DOT. 

Cargo security programs and campaigns have been set up in 15 major cities 
throughout the country with a senior DOT officials in each city or city pair acting 
as Committee Chairman and program coordinator. It is the aim of DOT to 
achieve workable cargo security measures through voluntary cooperation of Fed- 
eral, State and local law enforcement bodies, various private sector transportation 
associations, private carriers, labor, manufacturers and shippers as well as munici- 
pal oflBcials. 

Although cargo security per se is not specifically related to vandalism, there is 
much commonality in measures instituted to control each problem area. This is 
particxilarly true where law enforcement bodies are involved. In addition, cargo 
security city campaigns and demonstration projects that reduce cargo thefts also 
reduce attacks to railroad employees. 

HELICOPTER DEMONSTRATION PROJECTS 

The use of helicopter patrols for the surveillance of commuter and freight facili- 
ties in an urban environment was initiated in the spring of 1972 in the Philadelphia 
area. The Security Department of the former Reading Railroad and Penn Central 
Transportation Company provided the patrol manpower. 

Quantitative data gathered during this study supported the original feeling that 
the helicopter was effective in vandalism suppression. Unfortunately, the program 
did not last long enough to give results of statistical significance. Based on this 
project, recommendations were made as to specific features to be considered in 
future surveillance programs. In addition, several specific methodological problems 
were identified. 

Another demonstration project undertaken and funded by the Department of 
Transportation took place during the spring of 1973 to assist the railroad industry 
in the development of solutions to the problems of trespassing, vandalism and in 
particular, the theft of rail cargo. The specific objective of the project was to test 
and demonstrate the effectiveness of a collective approach to rail yard security by 
coordinating the efforts of all security resources within a major rail yard including a 
helicopter and special communications equipment for common use among several 
railroad companies. This project was conducted in the East St. Louis area. 

Each of 15 different railroads had police forces working independently of each 
other. It was hoped that this demonstration could bring about a better cooperative 
effort than had been used in the past, although there were informal arrangements 
among some of the railroads to assist one another in emergency situations. It has 
been the opinion of many railroad policemen that there is an acute need for a 
structured working arrangement to promote more efficient communication and 
cooperation. A system is needed which would provide for the assignment of person- 
nel to assure maximum protection for high value freight and quick response 
capability over some 100 miles of rail yard perimeter. 

The railroad police selected a committee of five police supervisors who were 
given responsibility for day-to-day operation. A flying service was contracted for 
200 hours of helicopter flight time. The helicopter was equipped with siren, loud- 
speaker, search light and underseat armor. Portable two-way radios operating on 
a common frequency were issued to participating railroads. A 24-hour a day radio 
based station was established. The tops of police patrol cars were numbered for 
identification from the air and special maps were prepared for quick identification of 
incident locations. 

The helicopter patrol area covered 707 square miles. On the average, the heli- 
copter was in the air about 3 hours a day with a concentration of flight time at 
night, particularly on weekends. 

The helicopter proved to be a valuable tool as a deterrent to trespassing, vandal- 
ism and to a le.sser degree, theft. The experience of years 1971 and 1972 was that 
during April and May, there were marked increased in incidents. During the 
same months in 1973, with the helicopter in use, there was a leveling and even a 
reduction in incidents. The findings support the conclusion that helicopters can 
be an effective component of a railroad security system. 

SAFETY   GLAZING 

The application of missile resistant glazing to locomotives and cabooses is an 
item of active investigation by the FRA as a deterrent to attacks on railroad 
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employees. Vandals have burled rocks, bottles and bricks at trains and there have 
been instances of firearms being discharged at locomotives and cabooses. 

In recognition of this hazard to railroad employees, the Federal Railroad Ad- 
ministration has held two public meetings and ha-s recently issued an Advance 
Notice of Proposed Rulemaking on the topic. The purpose of these efforts has 
been to gather sufficient technical and economic data to permit the development 
of one hardware solution to the problem. A copy of the Advance Notice is attached 
to this statement. 

The first meeting on Safety Glazing was held on September 22, 1976. The meet- 
ing was attended by representatives of the various railroads, the railroad operation 
labor unions, U.S. and British glazing manufacturers and the Federal Railroad 
Administration. 

During the discussion, the glazing industry representatives indicated that var- 
ious materials were available with the capability of stopping projectiles or missiles. 
The manufacturers stated that in some mstances where these materials had been 
subject to abrasion, visibility could become a problem, but lamination of the missile 
resistant materials under glass could solve the abrasion problem. 

Another point of discussion was the possible use of protective screens over win- 
dows. A review of the repair and claim records was suggested as a method of 
quantifying the problem from a severity standpoint. 

On November 18, 1978, a coordinating meeting was held to develop additional 
information on glazing materials to provide protection from vandals throwing 
missiles at locomotives, cabooses and passenger cars. 

FRA has now issued an Advance Notice of Proposed Rulemaking which is de- 
signed to gather data on glazing and glazing materials in preparation for develop- 
ment of a regulation on this subject. 

DISCUSSIONS OF VANDALISM PROBLEM 

The FRA Office of Safety has held a number of discussions with interested 
parties to develop further information on the vandalism problem and to discuss 
prevention methods, technical assistance and coordination of a vandalism pre- 
vention program. Future meetings will also be scheduled. 

The Office of Safety met with the Director of Police and Security for Amtrak, 
who was also Chairman of the Committee of Direction, Association of American 
Railroads (AAR), Police and Security Section, on November 1, 1976, in Phila- 
delphia, Pennsylvania. At this meeting, the overall rai'road police program to 
combat vandalism against the rail carriers was discussed. The meeting was an 
attempt to develop a closer relationship between FRA and rail security forces 
in an effort to reduce vandalism and injuries to railroad personnel. 

On December 1, 1976, The Deputy Associate Administrator for Safety ad- 
dressed a meeting of AAR's Committee of Direction, Police and Security Section 
in Montreal, Canada. The Committee discussed possible options open to the 
Federal government in the area of protection of crew members of trains from acts 
of vand^ism. 

On February 11, 1977, the Deputy Associate Administrator for Safety and 
the DOT'S Director of Transportation Security were taken on a tour of high- 
crime and vandalism areas by the Grand Tnink Western Railroad officials in 
Detroit, Michigan. 

A follow-up meeting was held with the GTW's President and Chief of Police 
to discuss various Federal, local and industry proposals to alleviate rail cargo 
loss in the Detroit area. 

On February 24, 1977, the FRA's Deputy Associate Administrator for Safety 
with DOT'S Director of Cargo Security met with representatives from the Illinois 
Central Gulf Railroad to discuss a proposal for Federal commissions for Railroad 
Policemen. Some carrier police officials feel that such commissions will make 
railroad police work more effective in combating vandalism and cargo theft. 

CONCLUSIONS 

Since the problem of vandalism is complex, and no known single solution would 
be applicable in all cases, various possible approaches to the solution of the vandal- 
ism problem are being considered: 

1. Explore the further potential of helicopter patrols. 
2. Encourage better communication and coordination between railroad crews 

and local law enforcement bodies. 
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3. Support educational programs in schools at all levels. 
4. More extensive railroad police surveillance has proved an effective deterrent 

to vandalism. 
5. Since certain polycarbonate plastic glazing materials have been successful in 

resisting missiles thrown at trains, they give excellent promise of furnishing a de- 
gree of protection previously unattainable with plate giai^s or laminates. 

6. Polycarbonates also could be used to protect signal lenses which are subject 
to breakage by vandals. 

A newly revised FRA recordkeeping system should allow better evaluation and 
categorization of the segments of carrier accident reports which will pinpoint 
those incidents attributable to vandalism unrecognized in the old system. 

The basic approach thus far to combat vandalism has been to develop preven- 
tion methods to reduce or eliminate injuries to employees. For example, equip- 
ment design changes for glazing on railroad equipment could be of benefit in the 
prevention of injuries. There may be other possibilities for improving railroad 
equipment to lessen the adverse effects of vandalism. The FRA will actively 
explore these possibilities. 

Mr. Chairman, this completes my formal statement, and I will be happy to 
answer any questions which you may have. 

ATTACHMENT I 

ACCIDENTS AND CASUALTIES REPORTED TO FRA FOR 1975 AND 1976 RELATED TO VANDALISM 

TRAIN ACCIDENTS REPORTED CAUSED BY INTERFERENCE WITH RAILROAD OPERATIONS BY NONRAILROAO 
EMPLOYEES (CODE 702) 

Coiliiloni Derailtmnt Other              Total 

Ynr: 
1975                  15 
19761                  23 

MO 
126 

12                  127 
34                   113 

CASUALTIES REPORTED DUE TO ASSAULTS TO PERSONS (ON AND OFF TRAINS, LOCOMOTIVES OR CARS) (COOES 
933,944) 

KiUed Injurwl               Tobl 

Ynr: 
1975  5 

2 
26S                   273 

1976' -  362                    364 

> 1976 dita projectad from raports for 10 mo. 

ATTACHMENT 2 

FEDERAL RAILROAD ADMINISTRATION, OFFICE OF SAFETY-SUMMARY OF COMPLAINT FILED 1973-76 
REPORTING ACTS OF VANDALISM 

Type of vandalism 
ToUlof  

incidencaj 1973 

Ynr 

1974 1975 1976 

Injury   
Deaths  
Firearm attacks  
Personnel atlaciis  
Deliberate derailments  
Track obstructions  
Signal destructions  
Switciies thrown   
Missiles thrown (minimum). 

Total   

62 11 15 11 25 
9 14 0 4 

45 (') 0) (') (1) 
21  -- 

6 12 1 2 
3»  
43 _  
I -  

740  

972  

110 injuries due to gun wounds. 
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ATTACHMENT 3 

INCIDENT REPORT SUMMARY—MISSILE IMPACT UPON RAILROAD 
ROLLING STOCK, FEBRUARY 25, 1977 

The following tabulation updates prior January 25, 1977, report and reflects 
responses from 52 railroads, nine of which reported no incidents. 

Month: 
November ;  
December  

•Vehicle and location of impact: 
Locomotive (313): 

Front  
Side  
Rear  
Roof  

Freight or Pass. (272): 
Front  
Side  
Rear  
Roof   

Caboose (382): 
Front  
Side  
Rear   
Roof   

Speed: 
1 
5 

MPH  
MPH   

10 MPH  
15 MPH  
20 MPH  
30 MPH  
40 MPH  _ 
50 MPH   
60 MPH  
70 MPH  
Unknown  
Average Speed (MPH). 

575 
302 

84 
196 

8 
25 

34 
210 

1 
11 

22 
319 
29 
26 

10 
47 
77 
71 
149 
179 
126 
74 
18 
3 

123 
27. 1 

Direction of movement: 
Forward  
Rearward  
Unknown  

Impact upon vehicle: 
Car body  
Window  
Unknown  

Method of projection: 
Hand Thrown  
Slingshot  
Overhead Suspension. 
Gun  

•Type of missile: 
Stone or Rock. 
Building Brick. 
Cinder Block.. 
Glass Bottle... 
Other  

•Type of firearm: 
Pellet Gun... 
Shotgun  
Rifle/Pistol... 
Other  

Injuries Reported. 

837 
14 
26 

601 
355 
21 

754 
5 
9 

109 

693 
15 
2 

25 
43 

36 
17 
41 
6 

47 

• Totals may not agree because o( possible combinations of one or more cateBOries, 

There were 877 reports for two months averaging 440 per month and projected 
to 5,800 per year. There were 47 injuries or 5.4 percnt of the total incidences 
which were generally superficial resulting from stones and shattered glass. Three 
stones passed through open windows and eight penetrated closed windows, 
additionally 65 windows were broken or shattered. There were six rifle/pistol 
penetration; five through closed windows and one low caliber bullet penetrated 
the rear door of a caboose (lodging in the back of an occupied chair). In one case, 
pellets from a shotgun passed through an open window. Penetration/entries were 
2 percent of the incidents. Glazing damage accounted for 31 percent of the 
incidents. 

Rifle-pistol incidences accounted for 5 percent of the total reported. Other 
firearm accounted for an additional 6 percent of the total. Stone and similar 
hand-thrown or dropped missiles accounted for 89 percent of the total incidences 
reported. Train speeds between 5 and 30 mph accounted for 69 percent of the 
known speed incidences and 29 percent occurrefl between 40 and 60 mph. Average 
speefl was approximately 27 mph. Ten of the largest railroads reported 76 percent 
of the total incidences. 
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ATTACHMENT 4 

SUMMARY OF AAR'S REPORT OF RAILROAD POLICE ACTIVITIES FOR 1974-76 

1974 1975 1976 

Stoning of trains  
Shooting of trains  
Track oBstructions... 
Total vandalism acts. 

6.6S9 6,635 9,954 
638 524 737 

4,916 4,887 8,151 
20.055 20,629 23,722 

Source: Association of American Railroads, monthly statistical report of railroad police activities (30 rail carriers—77.3 
percent of U.S. and Canadian mileage). 



APPENDIX 

STATEMENT PREPARED BY THE AMERICAN ASSOCIATION OF RAILROADS 

ASSOCIATION OF AMERICAN RAILROADS, 
Washington, B.C., April 6, 1977. 

HOD. JOHN CONTERS, 
Chairman, Subcommiitee on Crime, Committee on the Judiciary, House of Rej.resenla- 

tives, Washington, D.C. 
DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: AS indicated in our Association's letter of March 8, 1977, 

to Committee Chairman Rodino, the Association of American Railroads is pleased 
to have the opportunity to make a submission for the record on the subject of rail- 
road vandalism. The railroads, which are members of our Association operate 97 
percent of the trackage, employ 94 percent of the workers, and produce 9/ percent 
of the revenues of all railroads in the United States. Thus, it can be said that the 
Association speaks for the industry in this country. 

The railroad industry has in the past and will in the future suppwrt legislation to 
make acts of vandalism directed at trainmen and passengers on trains a federal 
crime. H.R. 4507, introduced by Congressman Hughes of New Jersey, discussed at 
your hearing on March 9, 1977, is a bill embodying such an approach. The industry 
recommends enactment of H.R. 4507 and calls upon the Subcommittee to give 
consideration of the bill a high priority. 

Enclosed for your use is a compilation of statistics titled "Summary of Monthly 
Statistical Report of Railroad Police Activities. April 1974—December 1976 ' 
and an AAR pamphlet titled "The Right Track . Over two million copies of the 
pamphlet have been distributed since 1971, and hundreds of prints of a nlm on the 
same subject have been lent to railroads, schools, and community organizations 
for use in their youth safety programs. 

I hope that these materials will assist your Subcommittee in its consideration of 
the problem of railroad vandalism. 

Sincerely, 
J. E. MARTIN. 

(79) 



80 

A.^'f? 1 r? f^-rr 



81 

Because we like you . . . because we 

don't want you to get hurt ... we 

have prepared this booklet to point 

out dangers you might otherwise 

overlook by "getting on the wrong 

track." 
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Most of the time you do things sensibly ... on the 
"Right Traclc." But sometimes you can be pretty 
dumb ... on the "Wrong Traclc." 
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It's silly to walk across a railroad bridge. There's 

no place to get out of the way of a train . . . and 

one mis-step could be your last. If you're 

racing against a train to get off a bridge . . . 

you're on tht "Wrong Track." 
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Any goof can hit the side of a barn (or a train) 

with a thrown stone or rifle shot ... but someone 

on a train could be permanently injured. 
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The silliest thing yoij can do is to play "chicken." 

You're not being brave . . . just foolish. If the 

engineer of a speeding train sees you and applies the 

brakes, still he probably won't be able to stop 

his train in time if you should stumble, or fall, 

or misjudge the speed of the train. 

17-084 0-77-7 
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Don't play "hide-and-seek" in freight cars. 

The doors could slide shut and lock you 

in for days ... or the load could shift onto you. 
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Leave railroad switches alone . . . you could 

cause a serious train accident by monlceying with a 

switch. And never put objects on the tracic, 

or in the spaces between rails near the switches. 
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fO 

Playgrounds are for play . . . rail- 

road cars and railroad yards are 

not. Don't crawl under, up or over 

railroad cars. A sudden start, and 

you could be hurt . . . seriously. 
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We use brilliantly burning flares and powerful 

torpedos to warn locomotive engineers to 

stop their trains on time. Our trainmen are taugirt 

to use them so they won't burn themselves 

with hot flare particles, or have an eye put out 

by an exploding torpedo. 

WARNING: Leave 
these alonel 

DANGER 
This is a fusee (flare) 

DANGER 
This is a torpedo 

L 



93 

You can learn the most fascinating things 

about trains from books, magazines, and model railroads. 

Better yet, have your folks take you for a train ride. 

(   I"* •^\iaLLj\.-i-kVA i/I 
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RAILROADS 

ARE DANGEROUS 

PLAYGROUNDS 

They're definitely not the 

"Pight Track" for youngsters 

Stay away from railroad 

property at play . . . 

and stay alive. 

This booklet is brought to you 

as a public service by: 

PrintMl In U.S.A. 
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The attached graphs in no way should be 
interpreted as a sudden increase in acts of vandalism 
during calendar year 1976. 

Participation in the monthly Police Activity 
Report is voluntary and,  therefore, not static.    The 
data graphically illustrated reflects additional carrier 
participation in 1976 compared to prior years rather 
than being solely attributed to a rise in incidents of 
depredations against rail carriers. 



97 

•ff  Hi   iC •'^  -v  <* •C'   -If  <o  ^'  V  V "f <•  rs'  ^  •«• V ST  -<• -N.*  •<•   .v •»-•*?  rv"  V  <•••" ^•' <•  -V -C 

%\% 

«i;5tlc;5S3«5!!?e$55?S!;t;5c;q3i:5^SSSS53t! 

WkW 



/,ioo 
t.ooo . 
too 
800 

vnita    7to 
sf        toe 

'e/vtn    foe 
•ico 
300 
too . 
leo iTOHtut or niAins 

1,000 
Ut As. 
BOO /    V.^ 
7te /              \,^.~v.^A 

l<l"t** no /                                     \ 

'e/atn 
soc 

KO 
HOC 

^ ^_^ J                      ^ 
fee • TMCX OtTTKUCriOMS ' 

0 



99 

UILEOAD POLICE ACTITm IZFIXTS 

PASnCIPATIMG lAIIilOADS 

1. Akron, Canton & Toussstown Railroad 171 
2. AtcMsoa, Topoka I  Suta F« Railvay 12,390 
3. l«lt Kallway of CUcato 431 
4. Baaeanar 4 Laka Erie Hailroad 220 
5. Buffalo Craek Rallroai 33 
6. Burlington Northam, Inc. (C4S,ni4B) 23,271 
7. Canadian Pacific 16,6S1 
8. Chaaile Syataa (C40,B40,tlM) 11,241 
9. Chicago 4 Illlnola Midland Rallvay 121 

10. Chicago 4 North Wastam Transportation Conpany 10,161 
11. Chicago, Mllwaukaa, St.Paul 4 Pacific lallroad 10,256 
12. Chicago, lock Iiland 4 Pacific Railroad 7,4U 
U. Cllnchflald Railroad 296 
14. Conaolldatad Rail Corporation 17,000 
15. Denver 4 Rio Cranda Uestani 1,860 
16. Elgin, Jollat 4 Eastern Railway 205 
17. Georgia Railroad 330 
18. Grand Trunk Western (CV,DWP,lines In Rev England) 1,741 
19. Ullnols Central Gulf Railroad 9,676 
20. Indiana £arbor Belt 0 
21. Loulsnlle 4 HashvUle Railroad 6,596 
22. Maine Central (Portland Terminal) 1,007 
23. Norfolk 4 Western EaUuay 7,887 
24. St.Louis - San Pranclsco Railway 4,777 
25. Seaboard Coast Line Railroad 9,156 
26. Soo Line Railroad 4,589 
27. Southern Railway System 10,982 
28. Southern Pacific Transportation Coapany (S5V) 13,601 
29. Teralnal Railroad Association of St.Louis 0 
30. Union Pacific Railroad 9,636 
31. Union Railroad 274 

Total Hilaaga - Reporting Roads 194,196 

X of Total U.S. 4 Canadian Klleage 77.35 

Total U.S. and Canadian Mileage 251.041 

July 12, 1976 
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264.2 

ASSOCIATION  OF 

OetnATIONS AND UAIMTCMANCl DC^AHTUeMT , SAfCTY ANDSKCIAL SCKVICCSDIVOIOM 
poLiccANDsecuKiiy sccTioN   i920LsritecT.N.w..viASMiNeroM,o.cxo3t • 3iaaami9Miii 

MONTHLY    STATISTICAL    REPORT    of    RAILROAD    POLICE   ACTIVITIES 

RECAP FOR MOUTH OF APtilL,  1974 • Rtv.   1/1/72 

CUPRfUT MOWTH VfAR TO PATE                          1 

CRIMIK*! REPORTS 
iSrESTS 

QO>IV. PIS. RfPUm 
misTS 

corn/. PIS. Kvun JUl/. APUIT j    JUV. 

Th»fl  of 
Entire Trdiler 2 1 15 2          3 I 
Theft from 
Freijht Ur% 802 91 154 190 7 2,950 322 623 670 43 

Theft from 
Jrdil^r-,  

"Theft ol 
Copper Wire 

227 

352 

30 

90 

38 56 4 766 91 130 121 7 

23 81 1,155 281 63 174 6 

Theft of 
Journal  Brjss 42 6 2 4 115 IS 4 13 
Theft uf  Convdnv 
Property  (Hisc.) 6«5 164 84 145 13 2.116 411 234 377 36 
Bur.jidry of 
Buildings 147 20 IQ IS 54 80 93 I 
Stoning 
of Trains 668 9 165 117 8 2,200 16 616 390 34 
Shooting 
of Trains 40 7 14 13 2 190 17 89 83 4 
Track 
Obstructions 500 6 127 93 9 1,629 29 417 315 21 

vandalism 2.on 18 239 185 24 6,179 96 638 513 3( 

Trespassing 
2.164 1.038 476 540 97 7.058 3.363 1.493 2.080 20( 

GRAND TOTAL 
7.620 1.481 1.332 1.440 164 24.911 4.697 4.390 _4,830 401 

TRESPASSERS REPORT 
t RE'WVEO.  NC 

EO.  WARNED 
T ARRESTED 

fURCtVT 
"CVTH 

*putr    i 3u\i 
TL 

VEAR 
MTE 

APUl r JUVENILE 

111.2112 •     U ii.m 37-B?! 

ciietfvT •!('\r>. mt re an cueu<n •lOVTH VEAt TC PAIE 

Value of 
Lading Stolen $337,942 $1,386,685 

Value of 
Lading Recovered . $249,177 $   700,465 

Vandalism 
Costs 155.039 672.367 

Vandalism 
destitution 32,124 91.105 

Value of Company 
Property Stolen 295,025 928,767 

Value of Co^.pany 
Property Recovered 235,485 712,814 

value of Copper 
Wire Stolen 88,060 268,878 

Value of Copper 
Wire Recovered 14,063 34.755 

Value of Journal 
Brass Stolen 33.075 86.113 

Value of Journal 
Brass Recovered 10,073 12,332 

GRAKD TOTAL «g09.1fil t114?.Rin GRAND TOTtL $540,922 $1,551,471 
Note:    Value represents estlrute 

* (32 Ratl Carriers - 73.0XU. S. 

only 

ft Canadian Mileage) 
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264.3 
ASSOCIATION Of 

OnRATIONS ANO UAINTlNANCt OCfARTtlCNT     SAFlTy AND SnCIAL SEKVICCSDIVISION 
mtlCCANDSlCUniTYSCCriON     IS20L STKCCT, NM. WASHIN6TON. DC. 20036     3ia/2»MII9Mlll 

MONTHLY    STATISTICAL    REPORT    oj    RAILROAD    POLICE    ACTIVITIES 

^CAP fOR MONTH OF MY, 1974 • Rt». 1/1/7; 

CMKxr UOUTH /EAR TO BATE                          | 

ciimiui KPlWTS 
ARBfSTS 

Cdw. PIS. StP-JRTS 
mcsTs 

couv. PIS. ADUIT 3UV. tVULT j    JUV. 

Theft of 
Entire Trader 4 19 2 1 1 
Theft from 
Freijht Cars 857 72 ISO 97 14 3.807 394 803 767 57 
Theft  from 
Trji ler'. 198 18 

74 

12 18 964 109 142 139 9 
Theft of 
Copoer Wire 384 37 42 1.539 355 100 216 13 
Theft of 
Journal  Brass 46 6 4 161 21 4 17 

52 
Theft Jf Company 
Proper^  (Nisc.) 687 159 62 142 16 2.803 570 296 519 
BuryUry of 
Buildings 149 8 20 26 687 62 100 119 7 
Stoning 
of Trains 634 5 231 147 2.834 21 847 537 41 
Shooting 
of Trains 55 7 11 14 245 24 100 97 6 
Track 
Obstructions 417 7 104 83 2,046 36 521 398 23 

Vandalism 2.125 12 215 142 8.304 108 853 655 36 

Trespassing 2.435 1.143 433 589 106 9.493 4,506 1,926 2,669 314 

l»Ar«D TOTAL 7.991 .511 1.305 1.304 157 32.902 6.208 5,695 6,134 558 

TRESPASSERS REPORT 
t REWVEO.  NO 

ED. WARNED 
T ARRESTED 

cuHMur 
MOtfTH 

APULT mn out 

•468 TO 
V[*t 

P*TC 
_    AJULT JUVdJU 

1Q.»? _li «8.809 M,i9i 
CURCfMT Mi'v-H Hit: Ti' OiTl CUSVenT  >M)VTH VfAR TO PATE 

Value of 
Lading Stolen 1    445.731 $1,832,416 

Value of 
Lading Recovered $101,484 i     801,949 

Vandalism 
Costs 239,096 911.4<3 

Vandalism 
Restitution 12,293 103,398 

Value of Company 
Property Stolen 236,211 1.164.978 

Value of Company 
Property Recovered 192,650 905,464 

Value of Copper 
Wire Stolen 118.341 387.219 

Value of Cooper 
Wire Recovered 16,476 51.231 

Value of Journal 
Brass Stolen 32.198 118.311 

Value of Journal 
Brass Recovered 4,627 16,959 

GRAND TOTAL 11.071.577 44.414.387 5RAND TOTAL $???,H0 $1,879,001 

Note: Value represents estimate 

• (31 Rail C«rrier$ - 72t U. S. 

only. 

( Canadian nlleage) 

87-064 O-TI -• 
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2M.4 
ASSOCIATION OF 

OflKATIONSANDIIIAINTeNANaDlMHTtaifT     SAFCTY AND SPCCIAL SCUVKXS OIVISIOM 
KLICC AND SeaiKITY SECTION     ISX LSTKeCT.N.W. WASHINGTON. O.C.XI03e     Xl/SSl-'"IMIX 

MONTHLY    STATISTICAL   REPORT    of    RAILROAD 

RECAP FOR MONTH OF JUNE, 1974 • 

POLI CE   ACTIVITIES 

Rev.  1/1/72 

CURREWT MUTH /EAR TO DATE                          | 

CRIMINAL REPORTS 
mtsTS 

COW.   j 5IS. REPORTS 
WBfSTS 

COW. PIS. ABULI Juv. AWILT 1    JUV. 

Theft of 
Entire Trailer 2 3 21 5 3 1 
Theft  from 
Frei'jht Cars 883 59 163 131 23 4,690 453 966 898 80 

Theft from 
Trailer', 154 8 17 121 6 1,118 117 159 260 15 
Theft of 
Copper Wire 309 4« 18 ^ 3 1.848 403 118 254 16 
Theft of 
Journal  Brass 67 24 1 228 45 4 18 
Theft of Companv 
Property (Misc.) 605 116 103 140 15 3,408 686 399 659 67 
Bur.jUry of 
Buildings >59 7 17 2? 5 846 69 117 141 12 
Stoning 
of Trains 659 5 226 18S| 13 3.493 26 1.073 722 54 
Shooting 
of Trains 58 17 17 303 24 117 114 6 
Tracic 
Obstructions 435 3 117 73 1 2,481 39 638 471 24 

1 Vandalism 2.236 26 219 14S 10.540 134 1.072 800 36 

Trespassing 2,741 1.336 495 784 50 12.234 5,842 2,421 3,453 364 

GRAND TOTAL 8.308 1,635 1,392 1,657 116 41,210 7,843 7,087 7,791 674 

TRESPASSERS REPORT 
1 REtftVED, NO 

ED, WARNED 
T ARRESTED 

n/tRfvT   ^ 
IWVTH 

\PULT mf 
• 412 rc 

VEAR 
PATE 

„.Apuir 
60.443 

JUWNUt 
62.701   1 "•634 -12. 

1                                             CURCtVT   'tCTH v£Ar   TC   ViT[ CUHSeVT 'lOVTH VEAR rc BATE 1 
Value of 
Lading Stolen »    313.594 12.146.010 

Value of 
Lading Recovered 1122,037 t    923.986 

Vandal ism 
Costs 368.489 1,279.952 

Vandalism 
Restitution 8,447 111,845 

1 Value of Company 
Property  Stolen 221,121 1,386,099 

Value of Conpany 
Property Recovered 215,052 1,120,516 

Value of Copper 
Hire Stolen 112.457 499,676 

Value of Copper 
Wire Recovered 11,062 62,313 

Value of Journal 
Brass  Stolen 57.109 175,420 

Value of Journal 
Brass Recovered 17,932 34,891 

GRAND TOTAL {1,072,770 $5,487,157 GRAND TOTAL $374,550 $2,253,551 

* (30 Rail Cirriers - 71 » U. S. & Cinadtan mlleaqe 
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264.5 
ASSOCIATION OF 

OnnATIONS AND UAINTENANCe aePARTUENT     SAFETY AND SPECIAL SCHVICBS DIVISION 
POUCt AND SECURITY SECTION     1910 L STKEET.N.W. WASHINGTON, D.C 200X     302/193^'IMtlt 

MONTHLY    STATISTICAL    REPORT   of   RAILROAD    POLICE   ACTIVITIES 

RECAP FOR MONTH OF JULY,  1974 • Rev.   1/1/72 

CUSREWI UOUTH /EAR TO MTE                          1 

ceiuiMi REPORTS 
WZSTS 

conv. DIS. REPORTS 
mcsTS 

cow.    VIS.    1 AOULT 3UV. iVULT JUV. 

Theft of 
Entire Trjiter 6 27 5 3 1 
Theft from 
Frei'jht Cars 742 75 137 139 13 5.432 528 1,103 1.037 93 
Theft from 
Triiler'. 1S2 1< 

47 

27 17 2 1.300 133 186 277 17 
Theft of 
Copper Wire 296 17 32 3 2.144 450 135 286 19 
Theft of 
Journal  br«S5 72 B 300 53 4 18 
Theft kjf Company 
Proper^ (H15C.) 543 107 71 119 6 3.951 793 470 778 73 
Bur.jUry of 
Buildings 162 18 20 29 1.008 87 137 161 12 
Stoning 
of Trains 565 12 168 140 I 4,058 38 1,241 862 55 
Shooting 
of Trains 47 1 3 4 350 25 120 119 6 
Track 
Obstructions 426 4 96 83 2,907 43 734 564 24 

Vandal its 1.571 21 159 134 5 12.111 155 1.231 934 41 

Trespassing 2.984 1.462 312 757 39 15.218 7.304 2.733 4.210 403 

l»AND TOTAL 7.596 .771 1.010 1.445 69 .  48.806 9.614 8.097 .^.pL 743 

TRESPASSERS REPORT 
1 REI«veO. NO 

EO.  UARNED 
T ARRESTED 

rutCfMT   1 
IIOWTM       1 

^PUIT tin/ VU£ 

.224 rt VHTl 
*PUL 

72.56 
T  

74,925 12.122 12 
CURREVT 'lOvrH HAC  TO PATf CURREVT llOWTH VE*R TO PATE 

Value of 
Lading Stolen $459,234 $2,605,244 

Value of 
LaOing Recovered $284,652 $1,208,638 

Vandalism 
Costs 189,464 1.469,416 

Vandalism 
Restitution 18.969 130,814 

Value of Company 
Property Stolen 162.463 1,548,562 

Value of Conpany 
Property Recovered 123.160 1,243,676 

Value of Copper 
Hire Stolen 87,475 587,151 

Value of Copper 
Hire Recovered 12,227 74,540 

Value of Journal 
Brass Stolen 42.418 217.838 

Value of Journal 
Brass Recovered 4,148 39,039 

GRAND TOTAL $941,054 $6,428,211 GRAND TOTAL $443,156 $2,696,707 

Note:    Value represents estimate only. 

* (31 Rail (Carriers - 72X U. S. ft Canadian mileage) 
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264.6 
ASSOCIATION OF 

OPCKATIONS AND MAINTENANCE DCI'ARTUCNT    SAFETY AND SPECIAL SERVICES DIVISION 
POLICE AND SECURITY SECTION     I9X L STREET, NM. irASHINGTON, DC 200X     2in/ia3-4UaMI28 

MONTHLY   STATISTICAL   REPORT   of   RAILROAD   POLICE   ACTIVITIES 

ruRRE»fr MOWTH VEAR TO PATE                          | 

CSIMINAl RETORTS 
kitlSTi 

CLWl'. HIS. REPORTS 
APtESTS 

COHV. DIS.     1 ADULT JUV. ADULT lilV. 

Theft of 
Entire Irjiler s 1 1 32 6 3 2 
Theft  frnm 
Freijht Cars 841 SB 140 138 19 6.273 596 1.243 1.175 112 
Theft from 

iTrailer-, 

[Theft ot 
Cooptr Wire 

 ^174 

214 

13 

29 

22 41 1.474 146 208 318 17 

16 36 2,358 479 151 322 
Theft of 
Journdl  brass 45 11 1 345 64 4 19 
Theft of Company 
Property  (Misc.J^ 604 121 55 94 13 4,555 914 525 872 86 
Bur.jlary of 
Buildings 157 15 19 19 5 1,165 102 156 ISO 17 
Stoning 
of Trains 629 14 138 92 4 4.687 52 1.379 954 59 
Shooting 
of Trains 52 7 7 402 25 127 125 6 
Track 
Obstructions 416 10 84 80 4 3.323 53 818 634 28 

Vandalism 
1.682 30 157 120 13.793 185 1.388 1.054 43 

Trespassing 7.554 1.319 376 7?5 69 17.77? R fi?1 1.1(10 4.0-15 47? 

GRAND TOTAL 7,373 1.631 1,014 1.354 116 56,179 11,245 9,111 10,590 859 

TRESPASSERS REPORT 
% HEWOVEO.  NO 

ED. WARNED        fircCtUT    . 
T ARRESTED          IICVTH 

APUIT       imi 

,752 TC 
/EAR 

DATE 
ADULT JUt'ENUE 1 

12,336 U 84.901 85,677   1 

ClIBCE'iT •\C\TH "tAC  n-  CATf CUSRfWT IIOWTH VEAR  Tt!  DATE 

Value of 
Lading Stolen %    437,540 $3,042,784 

Value of 
Lading Recovered $168,842 $1,377,480 

Vandalism 
Costs 118.621 1.588.037 

Vandalism 
Restituttnn 8,264 139.078 

Value of Company 
Property Stolen 549,083 2,097,645 

Value of Cor^pany 
Property Recovered 228,493 1,472,169 

Value of Copper 
Wire Stolen 58,868 646,019 

Value of Cooper 
wire Recovered 4,355 78,895 

Value of Journal 
Brass Stolen 37.548 255.386 

Value of Journdl 
Brass Recovered 8.881 47,920 

GRAND TOTAL $1,201,660 $7,629,871 GRAND TOTAL $418,835 $3,115,542 

Note: Vdlue represents estimate 

* (30 Rail Carriers - 71X U. S. 

only. 

ft Canadian mileage) 
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2(4.7 
ASSOCtATION Of 

OnRATIOm AND UAINTINANCC DEPARTWICNr     itriTY AND SftCIAL SlUVICCS DIVISION 
POLICC AND SCCUKirr SCCTION     I9X L STUCCT. NM. WASNINOTON. DC 200X     102/233^1 IIMlie 

MONTHLY   STATISTICAL   REPORT    of    RAl LROAD 

1974 • 

POLI CE    ACTIVITIES 

Rev. 1/1/72 

CUSftUT UOttTH VEAR TO PATE                          | 

rSIMIKAl REPORTS 
imm 

COMf. jpis. REPORTS 
Amsrs 

COW. PIS. AOUIT JW. iOULT ]uv. 

Theft of 
Entire Trailer 2 1 34 7 3 2 
Theft  trrw 
Frei'jht Cdrs 7U 104  Hi 13< 11 7.039 700 1.362 1.313 123 
Theft   from 
Tralleri 204 13 

42 

18 ^ 1 1,678 159 226 320 18 
Theft of 
Copper Mire 147 9 45 2 2,505 521 160 367 21 
Theft of 
Journal Brass 34 ; 5 379 66 4 19 
Theft of Company 
Proper^ (Misc.) 670 lie 90 127 7 5.225 1.032 615 999 93 
Burijlary of 
Sulldings 16S 15 2S 13 6 1.330 117 181 193 23 
Stoning 
of Trains 640 11 127 61 11 5.327 63 1,506 1.015 70 
Shootlnj 
of Trains SB 4 11 11 3 460 29 138 136 10 
Track 
Obstructions 434 2 117 58 6 3.757 55 935 692 34 

Vandalism 1.908 12 224 154 21 15.701 197 1.612 1,208 64 

Trespassing 3.499 1.612 381 860 19 21.771 ID.MS 3.49(1 S.7g5 491 

GRAND TOTAl 8.527 1,936 1,121 1.469 92 64,706 13.181 10.232 12,059 947 

TRESPASSERS REPORT 
t REMOVED. NO 

ED.  WARNED 
T ARRESTED 

ruRCfNT 
MtlVTH 

^PulT 

11.181 TC 
/EAR 

PATE 
--*E«tT_ 

95.764 96.858 lg.»3 
aistevT 'irvrK V!*C r; ViTi LUBClilJ   •iOKJH /EAR TC wrf 

Value of 
Lading Stolen $301,430 $3,344,214 

Value of 
Lading Recovered $196,924 $1,574,404 

Vandalism 
Costs 162.985 1.751.022 

Vandalism 
Restitution 13.043 152.121 

Value of Company 
Property Stolen 233.654 2.331.299 

Value of Coi^ipany 
Property Recovered 169,774 1,641.943 

Value of Copper 
Uire Stolen 3«.261 682.280 

Value of Copper 
Wire Recovered 10.166 89.061 

Value of Journal 
Brass Stolen 3«,S74 291,960 

Value of Journal 
Brass Recovered 2,866 50,786 

SRANO TOTAl J770.J04 . $8,400,775 GRAND T0T4L $392,773 $3,508,315 

Note:    Value represents estimate only. 

* (31 Rail Carriers - 72 X U. S. ft Canadian nlleaQe) 
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264.8 

ASSOCIATION Of 

OfCnATIOrtSAMO UAmTCMAHCC DCFAKTHICKT    SAFCTy AHD SKOAL SCKVICCS DIVISION 
rOUCC AND SCOJHITY SCCTION     ISX LSTII£eT. H.W.WASHINGTON. DC 20OX     XO/aS-dl ISHIIB 

MONTHLY    STATISTICAL   REPORT    of   RAILROAD POLICE   ACTIVITIES 

Rev.   1/1/72 

CUfBEVr UOWTH VUt TO MTl                          1 

ceiuiNAi tt POSTS 
W5ESTS 

COHV. PIS. REPORTS 
«SESTS 

covv. PIS. AOUIT Juv. ADULT     lav. 

Theft of 
tntlrj Trailer 3 \ 37 8 3 2 
Theft  from 
Frei'^ht Cars 930 128 249 214 9 7.969 828 1.611 1.577 13? 
Theft from 
Trjiler-, 

"Theft" of 
Copper Hire 

287 

152 

33 40 33 4 1.945 192 266 353 22 

41 21 64 2 2.657 562 181 431 23 
Theft of 
Journdt brass 34 8 7 413 74 4 26 
Theft of Company 
Property (Hisc.) 701 131 46 106 9 5.926 1.163 661 1,105 102 
Buri)1dry of 
Buildings 1S4 16 7 20 1.514 133 188 213 23 
Stoning 
of Trains 636 5 164 120 18 5.963 68 1.670 1.135 88 
Shooting 
of Trains 69 6 29 13 1 529 35 167 f49 11 
Track 
Obstructions 479 13 92 109 4 4,236 68 1,027 801 38 

Vandalism 
1.726 49 227 184 10 17.427 246 1,839 1.392 74 

Trespassing 1.7S1 338 663 42 23.032 3.828 6.458 

GRAND TOTAL 6.942 1.234 1.213 1.533 99 71.648 14,415 11.445 13.592 1,046 

TRESPASSERS REPORTED,  WARNED 
> REICVED. JIOT ARRESTED 

CUCtfNT APutr im 
421 re 

VCAR 
PATE 

APULT juvcuni 
IIO.VTH 10.645 -iSL 106,409 107.279 

CUS^fVT 'li'v'H V£*C TO oxri CURREVT viOWTH VEAt TO PATE 

Value of 
Lading Stolen S    467.810 S3.B12.024 

Value of 
Ladijig Recovered $294,362 $1,868,766 

Vandalism 
Costs 188.326 1.939,348 

Vandalism 
Restitution 14,806 166,927 

Value of Company 
Property Stolen 328.937 2,660,236 

Value of Co'^pany 
Property Recovered 224,956 1,866.899 

Value of Copper 
Ulre Stolen 25.635 707,815 

Value of Copper 
Uire Recovered 4,244 93,305 

Value of Journal 
Brass Stolen 43.564 335.524 

Value of Journal 
Brass Recovered 7.882 58,668 

GRAND TOTAL -il.054.172 i3.4H.S17 GRAND TOTAL }546,250 $4,054,565 

Note:    Value represents estimate 

* (31 Rail Carrltrs - 72S U. S. 

only. 

ft Canadltn ulleige)^ 
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264.9 
ASSOCIATION Of 

OKRATIONSAHOMAINTCNANCCOe^AlinieMT     SAfCTYANDSflCIAL StHVIClSOlVISIOtI 
POUCeAMO SCCUKITYSeCTIOH     l910LSTKCeT.MM.WASHINOrON.O.C.20OX • X2/13HII9Mt3» 

MONTHLY   STATISTICAL   REPORT   of    RAI LROAD 

1974 • 

POLICE    ACTIVITIES 
Rev.  1/1/72 

CUUBEWT MOWTH VEAR  TO PATE                            1 

1          CtlMINAt nrcms 
mtSTS , 

RfPOirrs 
KUKSTS 

COkV. PIS. ADULT M. row. PIS. AltuLT Juv. 
Theft of 
Entire Trafler 37 8 3 2 
Theft from 
Frewht Cjrj n* 77 100 135 2 8.743 905 1,711 1,662 134 
Theft from 
Trailer', 186 

20 

27 26 2 2.131 206 293 379 24 
Theft o( 
Copper Hire U3 21 26 1 2,770 582 202 459 24 
Theft of 

[journal brass 27 2 3 440 76 4 29 
[Theft o' Company 
Proper^ (msc.) S37 147 56 94 12 6.463 1,310 717 1,199 114 
Bur.jUry of 
Buildings 139 24 2^ 24 1.653 157 208 237 23 
Stoning 
of Trains 3B3 5 12^ 97 12 6.346 73 1,796 1.232 100 
Shooting 
of Trains 63 4 1 592 39 169 150 11 
Traclc 
Obstructions 361 7 63 53 5 4.597 75 1,090 ?54 43 

tftndalisn 
l.AU 19 143 111 9 18.841 265 1.982 1.507 83 

Trespassing 1.739 667 318 52 ^ 33 24,771 11.705 4.146 6,97? 566 

GMND TOTAL ,.m 986 _    876 1.097 76 7  .384 15.401 12.321 14.689 1.122 

TRESPASSERS REPORT 
t REI«VED,  NO 

CD.  UARNED 
T ARRESTEO 

CMUvr 
HOVTH 

ADULT imi vut 
667 Tt 

VtAt 
PATE 

ADULT JUfCNItf 

11,212 8, 117,621 115,946 

CUKE'.T  •Ii'i.rx vMr TC CArc CURtevT  liOVTH /EAR   JO  PATE 

Value of 
Lading Stolen 1438.070 t 4,250,094 

Value of 
Lading Recovered $154,493 $2,023,259 

Vandalism 
Costs 161.698 2.101.046 

Vandalism 
Restitution 11,802 178,729 

Value of Company 
Property Stolen 237,378 2,897,614 

Value of Co^^oany 
Property Recovered 112,079 1,978,978 

Value of Copper 
Hire Stolen 23.342 731.157 

Value of Copper 
Wire Recovered 2,413 95,718 

Value of Journal 
Brass Stolen 24,357 359,881 

Value of Journal 
Brass Recovered 4,095 62,763 

GRAND TOTAL 1884.845 $10,339,792 ORAND TOTAL $284,882 $4,339,447 

Note:    Value represents estimate only. 

• (30 Rail Urritn - 71$ U. S. I Canadlin nl letg*) 
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264.10 
ASSOCIATION Of 

OPeKATIONS ANO UAINTCN/UKC OtfAKTMCtrr    SAFCTY AMD SKCIAt XAVKCS OIVISIOH 
poLiceANDsccumrrsecTiOM   moLSTUCIT.mw,urASHiNOTOM,o.c.20O3e   xa/3>nii»Mi2i 

MONTHLY    STATISTICAL    REPORT    of    RAI LROAD 

1974 • 

POLICE   ACTIVITIES 

Rev.  1/1/72 

CutREMT UOHTH VEAR TO DATE                           | 

CRItflMl Kfons 
iRrrsTS 

com.   PIS. REPORTS 

ARRESTS 
cowv. PIS. ADULT Jui/. AOUIT      JWI. 

Theft of 
Entire Trailer 9 4 \ 46 12          3 Si 
Theft  frow 
Frei'jht Cars 819 S5 104 83 IS 9.562 960    I.SIS 1.74S 149 
Theft from 
Trdiler', 202 It 20 26 2 2.333 222       313 405 26 
Theft of 
Copper utre 116 16 7 30 ZifMff 598        209 489 24 
Theft of 
Jourttd]  Urass 24 5 3 464 81 4 32 
Theft of Company 
Property  (Misc.) 568 109 67 127 16 7.031 1.419 784 1.326 130 
Burijlary of 
Bui1din9S ISl 23 f 1.804 180 217 251 23 
Stoning 
of Trains 343 9 85 61 5 6.689 82 1.881 1.293 IDS 
Shooting 
of Trains 46 1 7 5 3 638 40 17$ 155 14 
Track 
Obstructions 319 8 43 23 2 4.916 83 _LJ31 877 45 

Vanda1i sn I.?14 20 44 RR 4 ?n.ns5 Tin _2»I1B]H I.S9S 9? 

Trespassing 1.120 550 195 448 44 25.891 12.255 4.341 7.427 610 

GRAND TOTAL 4.931 816 636 911 82.315 16.217 12.957 \iM30, 1.2181 
TRESPASSERS REPORT 

t R['*OV£D.  NO 
ED.  MARKED 
T ARRESTED 

ruRREWT 

"Cinn 
ADULT mvf VILE  1 

)3f     1    « 
/EAR 

PATE 
Afutr }uvmit 1 

10,301 7. 127.922 122,978 1 

cuRREvr 'ii'vrH v£Ar   JC  PATE CURREWT UOfTH VEAR 10 DATE 

Value of 
Lading Stolen t   904.407 { 5.154.501 

Value of 
Lading Recovered S366.655 12.389.914 

Vandal i SI" 
Costs 316.630 2.417.676 

Vandalism 
Restitution 13.193 191,922 

Value of Company 
Property Stolen 296.436 3.194.050 

Value of Company 
Property Recovered 100.858 2.079.836 

Value of Copper 
Wire Stolen 27.480 758.637 

Value of Copper 
Wire Recovered 5.482 101.200 

Value of Journal 
Brass Stolen 25.870 385.751 

Value of Journal 
Brass Recovered 2.548 65,311 

GSANO TOTAL I1.S7D.B23 111.910.615 GRAND TOTAL {488.736 . .i^^?22i;«3. 
Note:    Value represents estimate only. 

* (30 Rail Carriers • 711 U. S. ft Canadian nllMge) 
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ASSOCIATION OF 

OnRATIOIIS ANO UAIMTeNAMCl OePAHTUCMT • SAFETY AND SHCIAL SCRVICIS DIVISION 
KUCe AND SeCUHITYSCCTION     I3X L STKCET.N.W.WASHINOTON, DC 20036    2a2an-4IISMt7S 

271.2 

MONTHLY   STATISTICAL    REPORT    of    RAILROAD 

RECAP FOR MONTH OF JANUARY.  1975 • 

POLICE    ACTIVITIES 

Rev.  1/1/72 

cutRENT uonrtt VEAR TO PATE                       /| 

C8IMIMAL REPORTS 
mi^i 

COHV. 9IS. REPDRTS 
AtBEjrS 

COHV. 4 JMtLT luv. AfclLT JW. 

Theft of 
Entire Trailer 2 

• \ \j 
Theft from 
Freight Carj 788 IW 203 176 U 

\ / 
Theft  from 
Trailers 162 13 11 6 \ / 
Theft of 
Copper Wire 134 25 10 21 \. / f 
Theft of 
Journal Brass 26 4 2 5 \ / 
Theft jf Company 
Propertjf (Misc.) 563 158 43 102 14 \ \/ 
Burylary of 
Buildings 180 15 4 16 1 / \ 
Stoning 
of Trains 341 3 138 95 18 / \ 
Shooting 
of Trains 47 2 IS 12 3 / \ 
Track 
Obstructions 329 10 70 5^ 2 / \ 
Vandalism 1.083 26 146 102 17 / , \ 

V 

Trespassing 2.275 727 229 419 24 
/ \, 

GRAND TOTAL 5.930 1,083 879 1,012 90 / \ 
TRESPASSERS REPORT 

4 REHOUED,  NO 
ED, WARNED 
T ARRESTED 

CUCCEVT 
MOVTH 

«PU[T        Jlll'i VIU 

428 Tl. 
V£*R .T~<^^ .giwwrrrj 

9.397 7 

cuetEvT Mt'iirH VtAt JC Oin CURREWT UOVTH VEAR TO PATE 

Value of 
Lading Stolen S430.864 

Value of 
Lading Recovered J227.427 N.    / Vanda1i sm 

Costs 232.464 
vandalism 
Restitution 8.413 \ / 

Value of Company 
Property  Stolen 236,256 

Value of CofT.pany 
Property Recovered 168,384 Y Value of Copper 

Hire Stolen 35,345 
Value of Copper 
Wire Recovered 2,796 /\ Value of Journal 

Brass  Stolen 23,420 
Value of Journal 
Brass Recovered 5,484 / \. 

GRAND TOTAL $958,349 GRAND TOTAL {412,504 /     \ 
Note:    Value represents estltwte only. 
* (32 Ran Carriers - 73.OS U. S & Canadian nlleage) 
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ASSOCIATION OF 271.3 

OreHA TlOm AMO UAINTCNAMCI DCPAKmCVT    SAfCTY AMO SPfCIAl StHVtCCS OIVISIOH 
roLKXAMDstcuRirysecTKm   itxLsmcer.MM.mASMiiieTOH.o.cjoaie   xa/iiytiitMta 

MONTHLY    STATISTICAL    REPORT    of    RAILROAD    POLICE    ACTIVITIES 

REUtf FOR HOHTH OF  FIBRUABT.   1975  * Rev.   1/1/72 

cusnin uoKTH 
^^" •^^ 

«IMI«<At MWers 
UilSTS 

com. jpis. urotTs 
uiisrs 

COMV. VIS. ASOLT Juv. AVULT '    Juv. 

Th«ft of 
Entire  Trailer 1 3! 
Theft from- 
Freight Cirs 810 88 108 103 5 1.598 188 311 279 16 
Theft frw" 
Trailers ISl 16 28 17 313 29 39 23 
Theft of 
Copper Mire 101 11 8 13 3 235 36 18 34 3 
Theft of 
Journal Brass 18 1 4 5 44 5 6 10 
Theft of Company 
Property (Misc.) 521 152 30 103 8 1,084 310       73 205 22 
Burylary of 
Buildings 151 7 11 7 2 331 22       20 23 3 
Stoning 
of Trains 397 10 Hi 79 5 738 13 257 173 23 
Shooting 
of Trains 23 9 8 3 70 2 27 20 6 
Tracl< 
Obstructions 370 12 78 55 5 699 22 148 113 7 

Vandalism 1,184 22 129 88 12 2,267 48 275 190 29 

Trespassing 2.069 1.163 352 558 21 4,344 1,890 581 977 45 

GRAND TOTAL 5.796 ,482 876 1.035 64 U 726 2,565 1,755 2,047 154 
TRESPASSERS REPORT 

1 RE'OVED,  NO 
ED,  WARNED 
T ARRESTED 

CUrtEVT     1 
rcrriH    [ 

ADULT IliVf VILE 
818 

VEAR 
TO WTE 

Aputr JUVENILE 
10,338^ 7. 19,735 16,446 

cuscEvr vc^rK VEAC  TC  DiTl CUSWfT \iOWTH VEAR  rc MTE 

Value of 
Lading stolen $256,279 $   687.143 

Value of 
Lading Recovered $138,078 $365,505 

Vanda1i sm 
Costs 302.596 524.645 

Vandalism 
Restitution 7,990 16,403 

Value of Company 
Property Stolen 192,941 429,197 

Value of Co-npany 
Property Recovered 89,950 258.334 

Value of Copper 
Hire Stolen 21.662 57,007 

Value of Copper 
Wire Recovered 2,752 5,548 

Value of Journal 
Brass Stolen 8,372 31,792 

Value of Journal 
Brass Recovered 1,873 7.357 

GRAND TOTAL $781,850 $1.72y.784 GRAND TOTAL $240,643 $653,147 

Note:    V<1ue represents estinute only. 
* (32 Rail Carriers - 73.01 U. S.  ft Canadian mileage) 



Ill 

ASSOCIATION OF 

OKKA TlOia AND UAINTCNANCe DCfARTUCNT     SAFETY AND SPCCIAL SCKVICCS DIVISION 
rOLia AND SCCUKITY SCCTION     I9X L STHeCT, NM. WASHINOTON, DC. ZXOS • 102/3S3-4IIMI2g 

271.4 

MONTHLY    STATISTICAL    REPORT    of    RAILROAD    POLICE    ACTIVITIES 

RECAP FOR MONTH OF MARCH, 1975 * Rev. 1/1/72 

CUI!R£»fr MONTH VEAR TO PATE                           | 

CKlUlHAi REWRTS 
ARBECTS 

com. ! VIS. REPORTS 
AtUSTS 

COM. VIS. APULT JUV. APULT 1    ]M. 

Theft of 
Entire Trader 3 6 
Theft from 
Frei'jht Cars 913 101 147 106 10 2.511 289 458 385 26 
Theft  from 
Trailers 210 15 31 26 1 523 44 70 49 1 
Theft of 
Copper Mire 119 42 6 25 354 78 24 59 3 

Theft of 
Journal  Brass 27 71 5 6 10 
Theft of Company 
Property (Misc.) 668 182 71 114 16 1,752 492 144 319 38 
Burglary of 
Buildings 182 18 23 14 2 513 40 '   43 37 5 
Stoning 
of Trains 535 4 135 91 13 1.273 17 392 264 36 
Shooting 
of Trains 32 2 17 5 102 4 44 25 6 
Track 
Obstructions 432 10 134 101 13 1.131 32 282 214 20 

Vandalism 1,590 17 181 111 17 3,857 65 456 301 46 

Trespassing 2,548 1.502 393 650 58 6.892 3.392 '?74 1.627 103 

GRAND TOTAL 7.259 1.893, 1.138 1.243 130 18 985 4.458 2.893 3.290 284 

TRESPASSERS REPORT 
t REMOVED,  NO 

ED, WARNED 
T ARRESTED 

fUCREVT    1 APUtT JiOlVU 
Tt 

VEAR 
PATE 

APULT ;ui'ENitt 
MCVTH 10,391 9,126 30,126 24,372 

CURCEVT 'icvrw VEAC TO CiTl CURICUT lID.'.TM VEAC  TO PATE 

Value of 
Lading Stolen $363,670 $    619.949 

Value of 
Lading Recovered $155,934 $521,439 

Vandalism 
Costs 262,070 564.666 

Vandalism 
Restitution 42,390 58,793 

Value of Company 
Property Stolen 265,257 458,198 

Value of Company 
Property Recovered 116.023 374.357 

Vilue of Copper 
Uire Stolen 21,220 42,882 

Value of Copper 
wire Recovered 4,066 9,614 

Value of Journal 
Brass Stolen 37,994 46,366 

Value of Journal 
Brass Recovered 420 7,777 

GRAND TOTAL $950,211 $1,732,061 GRAND TOTAL $318,833 $971,980 

Note; Value represents estimate only. 
* (32 Rail Carriers - 73.OX U. S. I. Canadian mileage) 
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ASSOCIATION  Of _ 

Omi*Tn>aAMD UAIMTCIAMCE a€PAI>TtlfMT     S4ffTY *A.- SnCAl. SCRVICSS SIV!S1C'I 
pouce*Mo xaiKi-rr secTioM   1320 L smcrr. Hjt.. itAsmiicTOH. o.c XBX   zaifi^'rt/tra 

MONTHLT STATSnCAL RFPORT ol RAILROAD FCUCC ACTIVITIES 
uim 

aaB!£-*iT mCSTH ^EJU TO B*TE                     1 

CttKIUI 
1 «a£5T5 

COW.  IMS. snwr-s 
issues ,              1 

taULT JW. , *j»jtr    Ji*. com. BIS. 
Theft of 
Entire Tritlw 1 7!         1 
Theft froe 

a9a      79 1S8 128 24 3,409 '    368 '    616 513 SO 
Theft fi-oB 
Tr«llers 133 1      2S 24 20 656 '      69         94 69 1 
Theft of 
Cower Kire 138 19 8 16 2 492 

1            1 
97         32 75 5 

Theft of 
JourruT   Brass 32 S 2 2 103 1      10           8 12 
Theft of CoBMny 
Pmpert/ (mjt.) 736 Ul 76 138 32 2,488 1    ^'    J 673 j    220 457 70 
kr^Itry of 
tundln9s 151 21 31 38 664 61  '       74 75 5 
Stoning 
of Triins 7U 10 267 186 36 2,017 27 659 450 72 
Shootthf 
of Trilns 48 4 14 8 1 ISO 8 SB 33 7 
Trick 
Otstnjctions 4C6 9 94 70 13 1,597 41 376 284 33 

VlnUMsa 2.071 IS 212 129 32 5.928 80 668 430 78 

TreSMSStn^ 2.507 1.528 4;9 846 IW 9.399 |4.920    1.393 2.473 203 

OWNO TOTAI. iJBt. UDS 1.581 240 26.910 '5.354 4.198 4.871 524 

TKSPASSEns nnn 
1 KWVtD, M 

10. MMKB 
IT MOESTtO 

caoBir       AcuiT —' .    - •  r r   1 TuvEviif I . ,vV£v:iE VIAS AIML 
"<'*"'             9.893   i      10,770 40,019   1    35.142   1 

CumfVT  -JCVTl. YiAi TC  ti'l aimvr acwt- »E*e r: Vi-ri 
vtliie of 
Lading Stolen 432.156 1.052.105 

/alue of 
^aOir>5 (KOirered 186.415 707.8S4 

itixti 1J s> 
Costs 231.837 796,503 

V<n<la1isa 
Sestitutton 19.598 78,391 

Value of Company 
Oropert/ Stolen 2S4.504 742.702 

Valge of CoRoany 
Property  PecQ»ered 117,629 491,966 

value of Coooer 
Wire stolen 23.063 65,945 

Valge of Coocer 
•ire Recovered 4.03S 13,649 

Value of Journal 
Brass Stolen 31.896 78.262 

Value of Journal 
Brass Secovered 15,516 23.293 

GKMO TOT*i $1,003,456  i    J2.735.517 aiMc Tflni. $343,193 $1,315,173 
tote:    Value re(>r«sents estlaate only. 
• (32 IU11 Carriers - 73.« U.S. t Canadian Nlleige] 
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ASSOCIATION OF 

OPEKATIONS AND UAINTENANCC DEI-AKTUCNT • SAFETY AND SPECIAL SERVICES DIVISION 
POLICE AND SECURITY SECTION •  ISX L STREET. N.H. H/ASHINGTON, D.C XXOS • 3a2/!S3-tliaMI2S 

27S.3 

MONTHLY STATISTICAL REPORT of RAILROAD POUCE ACTIVITIES 

RECAP FOR MONTH OF MAY, 1975*                                           |i„ 1/1/7? 
CURREWT MUTH /EAR TO VUl                           1 

CRIUIMl REPORTS 
kmSTS 

corn/. VIS. REPORTS 
AKESTS 

COW. PIS. MXILT 3W. AfcLT JUf. 
Theft of 
Entire Trjfler 8 23 13 23 
Theft from 
Freight Cars 819 107 140 145 18 4,228 475 756 658 68 
Theft from 
Trailers 139 8 8 6 795 77 102 75 1 
Theft of 
Copper Wire 91 10 5 18 2 583 107 37 93 7 
Theft of 
Journdl Brass 15 4 2 118 14 8 14 
Theft of Companv 
Property (Misc.) 735 171 66 138 14 3,223 844 286 595 84 
Burglary of 
Buildings 153 3 29 21 817 64 103 96 5 
Stoning 
of Trains 679 15 158 110 14 2,696 42 817 560 86 
Shooting 
of Trains 44 4 17 8 1 194 12 75 41 8 
Tracli 
Obstructions 452 10 112 75 14 2,049 51 488 359 47 

Vandalism 1.531 18 186 162 9 7,459 98 854 592 87 

Trespassing 2,848 1,554 408 613 49 12,247 6,474 1,801 3.086 252 

GRAND TOTAL 7,512 1 927 1,129 1,298 121 34.422 8,281 5,i27 6,169 645 

TRESPASSERS REPORT 
t REMOVED, NO 

EO.  WARNED 
T ARRESTED 

CURRENT 
IIOWH 

APutr JdfEVItE /EAR 
TO PATE 

APiJLT JUl'EWItE 

10,195 11.440 50,250 46,582 

CURREVT :iO>lTH /EAR TO WTE CURREVr ftOHTH /EAR TO PATE 

Value of 
Lading Stolen i   299.902 Jl.352.007 

Value of 
Lading Recovered $213,479 $   921,333 

Vandalism 
Costs 440,392 1,236,895 

Vandalism 
Restitution 13,223 91.614 

Value of Company 
Property Stolen 255.600 998,302 

Value of Company 
Property Recovered 164,700 656.686 

Value of Copper 
Wire Stolen 19,613 86,558 

Value of Copper 
Wire Recovered 3,389 17.038 

Value of Journal 
Brass Stolen 19,965 98,227 

Value of Journal 
Brass Recovered 1,487 24,780 

GRAND TOTAL $1,035,472 $3,770,989 GRAND TOTAL $396,278 $1,711,451 

Note:    Value represents estlute only. 
• (31 Rail Carriers - 72.Ot U.S. i Canadian Mileage) 
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ASSOCIATION OF 

OetRA TlOia AMD lUlltTtNAMCf D€^*I>TM[NT     SAFCTV AND SPtCIAL SlKVICtS OlVOIOtl 
nciaAMDstcunmrsccriON    19201. srHCrr,MW. WASMINCTOH. o.c xax   xojamiiMia 

Z79.2 

MONTHLT STATISTICAL REPORT of RAILROAD POUCE ACTTVITIES 

ruSSEVT UCJTH VEAR TO WTI                          1 

ttUiUAi REPORTS 
«5ESTS 

com. PIS. REPORTS 
ARRESTS 

CONV. PIS. ADULT JUV. AOULT      JUV. 

Thtft Of 
tnt1r« Tr«ner 1 3 4 14 26 4 
Th«ft frw 
Frtlght C«rj 797 75 176 130 19 5.025 550 932 788 87 
Theft frwi 
Trailers 170 18 27 35 2 965 95 129 110 3 
Tluft of 
C«pp«r Mlr< U 11 24 2 669 118 ?7 117 9 
Theft of 
Jourul Brass 20 6 5 1 138 20 B 19 1 
Theft of Co«ipany 
Property (Misc.) 639 135 46 122 26 3.862 979 332 717 110 
•urjUry of 
•ulldlngs 159 8 39 25 10 976 72 142 121 15 
Stoning 
of Trains 64a 17 207 134 8 3.344 59 1,024 694 94 
Shooting 
of Trains 43 3 13 13 237 15 88 54 8 
Tract 
Obstructions 468 7 66 49 9 2.517 58 K4 408 56 

VandalIsa 2.038 15 201 161 12 9.497 113 1.055 753 99 

Trespasslnj 3.239 1.992 364 527 60 15.486 8.466 2.165 3.613 312 

GRAND TOTAL 8.308 2.290 1.139 1.229 149 42.730 10.571 6.466 7.398 794 
TRESPASSERS REPORT 

t REMOVED. NO 
ED. WARNED 
T ARRESTED 

CUSREVT •CULT JIWEVIlf 
rc 

/EAR 
DATE 

ABULT JUI-ENILE 
1(0 VTH 11,466 9,929 61.716 56,511 

CURCE.VT  •S'vrH /EAR JO Bin CUStEVr  VIOVTH vet 
' 

R TO WTE 1 
Value of 
lading Stolen B80.751 i   680.653 

Value of 
Lading Recovered $177,731 $391,210 

Vandalism 
Costs 349.992 790.384 

Vandalism 
Restitution 94.722 107.945 

Value of Company 
Property Stolen 266.533 522.133 

Value of Company 
Property Recovered 258,780 423,480 

Value of Copper 
Uire stolen 22.804 42.417 

Value of Copper 
Wire Recovered 3.016 6.405 

Value of Journal 
Brass Stolen 27,964 47,929 

Value of Journal 
Brass Recovered 578 2,065 

GRAND TOTAL (948,044 $1,983,516 GRAND TOTAL $534,827 $931,105 
Note:    Value repre sents esti te or ly- 
• (32 Rail Ctrrters • 73.Ot U.S. t Cenadlen Mileage) 
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ASSOCIATION  OF 

OreRATIONSAND UAINTCNANCC DefARTMCNT     SAfCTy AND SHOAL SSKVICCSDIVISION 
POLICC AND SCCURITY StCTION      tSX L STReeT.N.W,WASHINGTON,DC. KXOS     3nj/593-<I(S/«I» 

a3.t 

MONTHLY   STATISTICAL   REPOkT 

RECAP FOR MOtiTH 

of 

OF 

RAILROAD 

JUir, 1975 * 

POLICE   ACTIVITIES 

Rev.  1/1/72 
cuRREWT mmn /EAR TO DATE                           | 

CRIMINAt R£PORTS 
ARRKSrS 

COWl/. PIS. REPORTS 
ARRESTS 

COnv. DIS. ADULT JUl*. ADULT    ;uv. 

Theft of 
Entire Trailer 1 15 26 4 
Theft  from 
Freijht Cars 783 72 122 80 10 5.808 622 1,054 868 97 
Theft  from 
Trailers 165 17| 20 22 1 1.130 112       149 132 4 
Theft of 
Copper Wire 104 13 a 11 773 131         45 128 9 
Theft of 
Journal Brass 16 3 2 154 23           8 21 1 
Theft of Company 
Projer^ (Misc.) 611 132 51 114 22 4,473 1,111 383 831 132 
Bur.jlary of 
Buildings 1*6 8 9 IG 2 1,122 80 151 131 17 
Stoning 
of Trains 570 U 168 US 18 3,914 70 1.192 813 112 
Shooting 
of Trains 45 1 9 s 282 16 97 59 8 
Track 
Obstructions 396 6 110 77 6 2,913 64 664 485 62 

Vandalism 1,903 22 193 120 18 11,400 135 1.248 873 117 

Trespassing 3.821 624 420 802 92 19,307 9.090 2',585 4,415 404 

GRAND TOTAL 8.561 90S 1,110 1,36! 169 51,291 11.480 7.576 8.760 963 

TRESPASSERS  REPORT 
t Rf*VED.  NO 

ED,  WARNED 
T ARRESTED 'lO.VTH 

*PlllT .'(Iff 
,833 Tt 

VEAR 
DATE 

ADULT JU/EVILE 
10,660 11 72.376 68,344 

CURttvr •\C\TX VEAC   TC   CATE CURRfVT WOKTH /EAR TC DATE 
Value of 
Lading Stolen J323.432 $2,387,054 

Value of 
Lading Recovered $169,035 $1,268,099 

Vandalism 
Costs 207.072 2,026.423 

Vandalism 
r^estttution 11,573 197.909 

Value of Company 
Property Stolen 330.928 1.832,019 

Val'je of Cor-.pany 
Property Recovered 133.710 1.049,176 

Value of Copper 
Wire Stolen 47.163 190.870 

Value of Copper 
Wire Recovered 4,367 24,421 

Value of Journal 
Brass Stolen 20.605 J70,216 

Value of Journal 
Brass Recovered 131 25,489 

5RAND TOTAL $929,200       $6,606,582 SRAND TOTfL $318,816 $2,565,094 
Noul    Value represents estimate only. 
* (32 Rail Carriers - 73.OX U.S. t. Canadlain Kileage) 
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ASSOCIATION OF 

OniUTKIAa AUD MAINTlMMtCt DCfARnaVT     SAfETy AND STCCIAL SCRVICIS OIVtSIOM 
fOLia AMD SeCUKlTr SlCTlON     I930 L STI>££T. MM, riASHINCrOM.OC 30O36     202/BHIItMllt 

MONTHLY STATISTICAL REPORT of RAILROAD POUCE ACT 

RECAP FOR IMIIH Of AU6UST,  1975 • 

IVITIE S 

CUCBEVT uomtt VIAR TO DATE                          | 

ceimvAL MWRTS 
*«EJTS 

COHV. OIS. iiKirrs 
««STS 

1 ACUIT ^     lUV. COHV. PIS. AK/IT }UV. 

Theft of 
Entire Trailer 1 3 2 16 2i          ^ 6 
Theft  from 
fre1Jht Cdrs 641 76 119 147 15 6,449 698    1.17S 1,015 112 

Theft  fro»r 
Trailer-, 197 « 14 29 1.327 1181       163 161 4 
Theft Qi 
Copp-rr  i<lre 89 16 13 12 862 

1 
L    147'        58 140 9 

Theft of 
Journdl brass 2S 2 

1 
1791        25'          B 21 

160 

Theft  •}*  Co-ipany 
Property   (Misc.) 658 133 S6 IfiL 28 5.131 1.244        439 937 
Bur.jldry   of 
Bui1(lln9$ 139 2 7 9 1.261 82 158 140 17 
Stoning 
of Trains S14 12 150 106 27 4,428 82 1,342 919 139 
Shooting 
of Trains 49 1 11 9 331 17 108 6« 8 
Track 
Obstructions 419 20 76 74 7 3.332 84 740 559 69 

Vandalisa 1.830 28 142 131 12 13.230 163 1.390 1.004 129 

Trespassing 2.303 1.183 547 649 69 21.610 10.273 3.132 5.064 473 

GRAMO TOTAL 6.865 1,479 I.IM 1.274 1H 58.156 12.959 8.714  10,034 1.121 

TRESPASSERS  REPORT 
1 RfJlOVEO. 10 

ED.  WARNED 
T ARRESTED 

fUCtfWT 
I'OltTK 

APUIT imf VUf 

,431         U 

VEAt 
PATE 82,930 77,775 10,554 9 

CliSSEVT ".C-Tn vEAt Ti' mri CUSCCHT 'lOKTH VfAR JC PATE 

Value of 
Lading Stolen 1240.270 12.627.324 

Value of 
Lading Recovered 1 74.927 SI.343.028 

Vandalism 
Costs 367,269 2,393,692 

Vandal 1 SB 
Restitution 20,275 218.184 

Value of Conpany 
Property Stolen 208.540 2.040.559 

Value of Cor:pany 
Property Recovered 93.880 1,143,056 

Value of Copper 
wire Stolen 26.545 217.415 

Value of Copper 
uire Recovered 7.603 32.024 

Value of Journal 
Brass  Stolen 18,692 188.908 

Value of Journal 
Brass Recovered 1,986 27.475 

GRAND TOTAL >H1.91i VMUsa GRAND TOTAL }198,?71 $2,763,765 
Note: Value represents estlMte only. 

*(32 iUII C«rr1ers - 73.0t U.S. 1 CtnadUn Nlleige) 
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ta.i 
ASSOCIATION OF 

ofcnAnoMSAND UAINTCMANCC DSPARTMCNT   SAFCTYAND snciAL senvicesDIVISION 
POLICE AND SeCURITY SfCTION     IHO LSTneeT.NJM.,WASHINGTON, DC 200X     XimHUMIlS 

MONTHLY STATISTICAL REPORT of RAILROAD POLICE ACTIVITIES 
RECAP FOR HUKIH OF SEPTEMBER, 1975 • 

CURRENT Mm« /EAR TO DATE                          | 

\         CRIMINAl REPORTS 
*SRi:STS 

COW. OIS. REPt'RTS 
AJSfsrs 

CtW. PIS. AOUIT 3W. APULT 1     JUl/. 

Theft of 
Entire Trailer 4 1 16 20 27 3 22 
Theft from 

[ Frei'jht Cars 741 59 143 124 15 7.190 757 1,316 1,139 127 

Theft  from 
Trailers 173 21 20 25 2 1.500 139        183 186 6' 

Theft of 
Copper i<ire 77 14 8 16 2 939 161         66 156 11 
"Theft of 
Journal  Brass 31 1 1 210 26           8 22 1 
Theft of Company 
Property  (Hisc.) 638 96 40 107 8 5,769 1,340 479 1.044 168 
Burij I ary of 
Buildings 148 9 12 11 3 1.409 91 170 151 20 
Stoning 
of Trains 551 2 121 78 13 4.979 84 1.463 997 152 
Shooting 
of Trains 35 1 12 5 366 18 120 73 i 

Tracli 
Obstructions 392 6 97 V\ 8 3.724 90 837 649 77 

Vandalism 2.152 26 ;«5 IW 8 15.382 189 1.555 _U12 137 

Trespassing 1.488 768 338 42^ 112 23,098 11,041 3,470 5,490 585 

GRAND TOTAL 6,430 1.004 956 1.007 171 64,586 13,963 9.670 11,041 1,292 

TRESPAS5EBS REPORT 
t BC:10V[D.  NO 

EO,  WARNED 
T ARRESTED 

CURRENT 

MOWTH 

APUIT Jiil-f 
TC 

VEAB 
PATE 92.122 86,319 9,192 8 

[                          ci/etEvT Mi'^rK ^Ikt. 10 OATf CCI?fffVT   'lOVTH fEAR rc PAT! 

Value of 
Lading Stolen S350.767 t2.988.091 

Value of 
Lading Recovered $225,026 (1,568,052 

Vanda1i sm 
Costs 219.612 2.613.304 

Vandal ism 
Restitution 14.946 233,130 

Value of Company 
Property  Stolen 265.643 2.306,202 

Value of Company 
Property Recovered 121,901 1.264,957 

Value of Copper 
Hire Stolen 24.933 242.348 

Value of Copper 
Hire Recovered 6,742 38,766 

Value of Journal 
Brass Stolen 38.238 227,146 

Value of Journal 
Brass Recovered 2,008 29,483 

[GRAND TOTAL J909,193 JB.377.5?1 GRAND TOTAL 1370.623 {3,134,388 1 
Note:    Value represents estimate only. 
* (32 Rail Carriers - 73.Ot U.S. h Canadian Mileage) 

•7-084 O - T7 - 9 
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291.2 

ASSOCIATION OF 

OPeKATIOHS*N0MAtNTeH*NC£DCPAHrUesr     SAFCVr ANDSnCIAL SlKVICeSDIVISION 
KLICe AND SeCURITYSeCTIOH •  l»20 LSTKCfT.NM.K/ASHINaTON.O.C 30031    203y3U-4l 19^131 

MONTHLY STATISTICAL REPORT of RAILROAD POUCE ACTIVITIES 

cmuvT mVTH VEAR TO DATE 

CKIUIMAl WPORTS 
intSTS 

COHV. PIS. REPORTS 
UKISTS 

COHV. PIS. ADULT Juf. ADULT      JUV. 

Theft of 
Entire Triiler 7 I 27 29 3 22 
Theft from 
Freight Cars 895 60 133 130 7 8,065 817 1.449 1.269 134 
Theft   from 
Trailers 211 IS 32 41 5 1.711 154 215 227 11 
Theft of 
Copper Wire 76 13 9 12 3 1,015 174 75 168 14 
Theft of 
Journal  Brass 20 1 2 230 27 8 24 1 
Theft of Company 
Property  (Misc.) 635 104 52 U9 14 6.404 1,444 531 1.163 182 
Burglary of 
Butldtnjs 170 10 38 21 1 1.579 101 208 172 21 
Stoning 
of Trains 567 2 149 133 5 5,54« 86 1,612 1,130 157 

• Shooting 
of Trains 59 2 12 10 1 42$ 20 132 83 .   9 
Track 
Obstructions 420 3 »4 64 12 4.144 93 901 713 89 

VaMalisn 2.240 32 224 189 10 17.622 221    1.779 1.301 147 

Trespassing 1.886 799 358 666 57 24.984 u<aia_ij2a 6.ISS 642 

GRAND TOTAL 7.186 .043 1.071 1.387 115 71.772 15.006 10.741 12.428 1.407 

TRESPASSERS REPORT 
i REMOVED,  NO 

EO,  UARNED 
T ARRESTED 

cucntur 
MOVTH 

*Putr      juvi VH! 

937 
/EAR       _    mLT 

TO DATE          101.060 
JUl'CJILf 

95.256 8.938 _^ 
CUSKiKT '.iC\7H /£*C K DATE CURtavr MOVTH vfAt rc CATf 

Value of 
Lading Stolen Ml.194 3.329.285 

Value of 
Lading Recovered 182.416 1.750.468 

Vandalisn 
Costs 580.366 3.193.670 

vandalism 
Restitution 13,558 246.688 

Value of Company 
Property Stolen 297.495 2.603.697 

Value of Conpany 
Property Recovered 159.196 1.424,153 

Value of Copper 
Wire Stolen 34,421 276,769 

Value of Copper 
Wire Recovered 7.434 46.200 

Value of Journal 
Brass Stolen 24.732 251.878 

Value of Journal 
Brass Recovered 1.835 31.319 

GRAND TOTAL $1,278,208 $9,655,299 GRAND TOTAL $364,440 $3,498,828 

Note: Value represents estimate 
* (32 Rail Carriers - 73.0* U. S 

only. inly. 
( Canadian Mileage) 
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Z01.2 
ASSOCIATION Of 

OP£/IAT)Of/S AND AIAIfi/T£ftANCE DeFA/tTU£NT     SAFSTY AND SPECIAL SCfiVICESOIVISiON 
PQLlCe AND SECURITY SECTION     t9X L STREET. N.W.. WASHINGTON. DC. 30038     202/393-4119/4 JX 

MONTHLY STATISTICAL REPORT of RAILROAD POUCE ACTIVITIES 

RICAP  FOR MONTH OF NOVMER.   1975 * 

cunnur uoHTH VEAR TO DATE                          | 

cmmmL MPORTS 
ISBFSTS 

cmv. PIS. RfWCTS 
ARBfjrS 

conv. PIS. AOULT IW. AdUlT mv. 
Theft of 
Entire Trailer 1 3 28 29 6 22 
Theft froi» 
Frei'jht Cars 700 39 109 86 8 8.785 856 1,558 1.355 142 
Theft from 
Trailers 185 23 22 21 6 1,896 177 237 248 17 
Theft of 
Copper Wire 69 8 2 12 3 1.084 182 77 180 17 
Theft of 
Journal   Brass 23 7 253 34 8 24 1 
Thpft of  Company 
Property (Misc.) St? 9« 39 116 18 6,971 1,540 570 1,279 200 
Burijidry of 
Buildings 165 7 17 24 1 1.744 108 225 196 22 
Stoning 
of Trains 462 10 96 60 2 6,008 96 1,708 1,190 159 
Shooting 
Of Trains 48 7 7 5 473 27 139 88 9 
Track 
Obstructions 431 4 65 47 2 4,575 97 966 760 91 

Vandalism 1.752 38 118 114 13 19,374 259 1.897 1,415 160 

Trespassing 1.474 708 309 539 69 26,458 12.548 4,137 6,695 711 

GRAND TOTAL 5.877 947 787 1.024 122 77 649 15,953 11.528 13,452 1.529 

TRESPASSERS REPORT 
S REMOVED. NO 

ED, WARNED 
T ARRESTED 

CUCtEVT 
IfONTH 

*DUlf        JllW VUE               ^'EAl? 
340          HI ViTl 108,942 

LJUUfillf 

102.596 7,882         7 

Cl/i^C£^'T 'it*'«"H vm re CiTt CUPRfVT  '.(OVTH VtAR   re   MTf 

Value of 
Lading Stolen $      395.339 { 3.724,624 

Value of 
Lading Recovered $151,329 $1,901,797 

Vandalism 
Costs 461.362 3.655.032 

Vandalism 
Restitution 21.172 267,860 

Value of Company 
Property Stolen 230.916 2,834,613 

Value of Conpany 
Property Recovered 122.819 1,546,972 

Value of Copper 
Uire Stolen 20.367 297.136 

Value of Copper 
Wire Recovered 5.752 51.952 

Value of Journal 
Brass Stolen 22.662 274,540 

Value of Journal 
Brass Recovered 7,966 39.284 

ORANO TOTAL SI.130.646 110.785,945 GRAND T0I«L $309,037 $3,807,865 

Plote:    Value represents estimate only 
• (32 Rail Carriers - 73.0% U.S. & Canadian Mileage) 
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ASSOCIATION or 

OKHA TiONS AMO tiAiMTwrnAMCt o€pmf* ntefTT   SAfery AMO sffOAt sertvtces ot VISOM 

POLICE AMO SSCURirr SeCTiQm      T3X k STRgrT « *. MiSWrtCTO*. J.C 20036     2a2JlS3'*1 f3/413i 

293.3 

MONTH! -Y STATISTICS-   azPCRT ot RAi:.ROAI! PCIj 

ittCAP FW WITH OF 3CCEME9. 197S • 

CE ACTIVITIES 

'Tjnvtr muTH KEAR TiJ BATE                               1 

CSUlMAL MPCSTi- 
uns::^ 

i»U.     QIS. rePCRTS 
1      4jn!E?TS 

COW. PIS. aoii^T i  ita. ADULT      JUf. 

TMft of 
Enttre Frailer 

'             1             ' 35          79            « n 
Ttieft IroK 
Freijnt :*rs TW'        »         82|        70          11 9,489       894    1.640 1.425 153 

Tneft fror 

1          *** 10]     n\     n 2,060        187        259 269 17 

Copiwr  <1i^ 

1 
66 »l          3i          7i          2 I.ISO        191,        80 187 19 

Tlwft  of 
Jourrul  ttrjss n\        1                1 274         34           8 24 I 
Thf»ft ^'  '".oflimny 
Property  (<lii^.) ia\     m 4»    M«     n 7,494    1,638       619 1.383 231 
BurjUry   Gf 
Buildings 144 5 

1 

24         131          6 1,888       113,      249 209 28 
Stoning 
of Trains 3S7           2 56         Szl          7 6,365.        98 1 1,764 1,242 166 
Shooting 
Of  Trains 51 22           8 

•             1 
524 (        27;      161 96 9 

Track 
Obstructions 312          5 23 18           S 4,887i      102       989 778 96 

Vandalism 1.255         22 114 lie!     14 
i            t 

20,629!      2811 2,011 1,531 174 

Trespassing 2.301        566 222        378i        41 
!           1 

28,759 :i3,114! 4,359 7,073 752 

GKADD TOTAL 5.905 755 6171      787 »17 
1            1 

83.554:16,708112,145 14,239 1,646 

TRESPASStsS HEPOin ED. MA«NED 
T ARRESTED 

:LTSf!jT   1    ta.r    1 .-ii: 

573 

'EAS       1      ACTJLT 

TC  Wl         116,381 
JUl-ENUf 
109.169 ..L\rH      !      7,439   1     6 

CuPSf.r ••;••.:" v£ir r; t'^i :L?s:£%r  iCXTH vcAR Ti' rure 
ValsiP of 
Lading Stolen 1300.475 I 4.025.099 

tfilue of 
S20B.550 $2,110,347 

Vanda 11 si» 
Costs 117,633 3,772,665 

vandal iSin 
destitution 7,116 274,976 

Value of Company 
Properly Stolen 223.398 3.058.011 

Vdlye  of  Conpdny 
Property Becowered 159,618 1.706,590 

Value of Copper 
Hire Stolen 10,498 307.634 

Valge of CocDC 
»Tfe Recove'-ei3 2,573 54,525 

Value of Journal 
Brass Stolen 20.167 294.707 

Value of Journal 
Brjis Pecovered 1,276 40,560 

GRAND TOTAL 
$672,171 $11,458,116 OBASD TOTAL $379,133 $4,186,998 

Note:    Value represents estiiMte only 
• (32 Il4il Carriers - 73.Ot U.S. t Canadian Mileage) 
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ASSOCIATION  Of 

OPCnATIOm AND UAINTeHAnCl DlPAKTUeUT • SAreTY AND SKCIAL SCRVICeS OIVISION 
rouctANDsecumrrtccTioN   laoLsrneiT.N.m.wASHiNBTON.B.c30036   202/393-41 iMiia 

300.Z 

MONTHLY STATISTICAL REPORT of RAILROAD POUCE ACTIVITIES 
RECAP FOR MONTH OF JANUARY,   1976 « 

CUBREMT MOTH \                      VE*R JO PATE                      /I 

CmUtMAL RtWRTS 
WCESTS 

fOWV. PIS. nronTs 
Knnu 

fONf. f ADULT Juv. ADULT 1    JUV. 

Tdeft of 
Entire Trailer 10 \ i 

f 
Theft from 
Frevjht Cars 863 93 96 95 4 \ 1 / 
Theft  from 
Tracer-, 305 17 

16 

7 12 2 \ / 
Theft of 
Copper uire 106 3 13 \ / 
Theft of 
Journal  brass 22 i 10 y Theft af Company 
Property (Misc.) 590 122 34 78 12 A K Bur.jlary of 
Buildings 146 14 23 29 / \ 
Stoning 
of Trains 336 6 96 69 / \ 
Shooting 
of Trains 59 4 23 26 / \ Track 
Obstructions 374 4 47 35 / 

\ 
\ 

Vandal ism 
1.214 21 106 93 / \ 

Trespassing 1.483 ei? 30} 5« 15 / _N 
GRAND TOTAL 5.508 »?l 738 1.020 AL =J 
TRESPASSERS REPORT 

i REHOVEO. MO 
ED, WARNED 
T ARRESTED 

rutPfwT 
MOVTH 

fPUlT        JIW X ~'TrBt*;;j-LjwrgTTf 1 
13,146 _u 

CUKUNT M('\-H 33B»frtSir CUHQEin IIOVTH 2[jEsf»aai^ 
Value of 
Lading Stolen S368.432 Y      / Value of 

Lading Recovered (294,219 \   ^/ 
Vandalism 
Costs 135.966 \   / Vandalism 

Restitution 21.275 \    / 
Value of Company 
Property Stolen 322.693 \/ Value of Cor-.pany 

Property Recovered 195,342 Y 
Value of Copper 
Uire Stolen 29.181 A Value of Copper 

wire Recovered 8,998 /\ 
Value of Journal 
Brass Stolen 18.373 / \ Value of Journal 

Brass Recovered 2.005 / \ 
SRANO TOTAL $874,645 /     \ GRAND TOTAL $521,839 /     \ 

tfote:    Value represents estimate only. 

• (33 Rail Carriers • 79.01 U. S. ft Canadian Mileage) 
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ASSOCIATION OF 

OnllATIOia AND MAINTeNAHa OCfAlimiNT     SAFETY AND SnCIALSCHVICCS DIVISION 
POLICC AND SCCURITY SECTION     ISX L STREET, N.W. WASHINGTON. D.C 100*     101/29H1 It/tfU 

MONTHLY STATISTICAL REPORT o( RAILROAD POUCE ACTIVITIES 
RECAP FOR MONTH OF FEBRUARY 1976 • 

CWREl/T MOVrH ffAR TO PATE                          1 

CRIMINAL HPORTS 
imsTi 

com. BIS. HePOfTS 
misTS 

COW. VIS. AOULT JUV. ADULT      JilV. 
Theft of 
Entire Trailer 4 1 14 1 
Theft from 
Freight Cars 1.059 HI 153 166 13 1,922 204 251 261 17 
Theft  from 
Trailer', 355 29 29 24 8 660 46 36 36 10 
Theft o» 
Copper Hire 100 21 5 >8 206 37 9 31 
Theft of 
Journal Urass 29 5 _z 51         ID 10 2 
Theft of Companv 
Property  (Htsc.) 536 124 53 95 26 1.226 246 87 173 38 
Burijlary of 
Buildings 155 15 12 10 301 29 35 39 
Stoning 
of Trains 728 2 144 119 14 1,064 8 240 188 15 
Shooting 
of Trains 68 2 20 12 1 127 6 43 38 3 
Track 
Obstructions 628 10 100 79 10 1,002 14 147 114 14 

Vandalism 1,718 35 114 93 13 2,932 56 220 186 20 

Trespassing 2.004 754 337 661 69 3.487 1.373 84 

GRAND TOTAL 7.484 1,109 967 1,277 156 12.992 2,030 1,705 2,297 203 
TRESPASSERS REPORT 

t BEHOVED. NO 
ED, WARNED 
T ARRESTED 

ruccEwT 
MlWTH 

iOULT jm vuc 
307 TC 

VHK 
tun 

r 
24.562 12.074 "• 

CUUUtT '.[C\Th VIiC  TC  OiTt CUSSeuT   'tOVTH VUt TO WTE 

Value of 
Lading Stolen S    737.129 tl.105.561 

Value of 
Lading Recovered $   622.249 

Vandalism 
Costs 227.405 363.371 

Vandalism 
Restitution 27.398 48,673 

Value of Company 
Property  Stolen 333.255 655,948 

Value of Conpany 
Property Recovered 147.197 342.539 

Value of Copper 
Wire stolen 26.237 55.418 

Value of Copper 
Hire Recovered 3.287 12,285 

Value of Journal 
Brass Stolen 11.089 29,462 

Value of Journal 
Brass Recovered 931 2,936 

GRAND TOTAL $1,335,115 12.209.760 GRAND TOTAL $506,843 _il ,028,682 
ote:    Value rtpres ents estln at e onT y- 

* (33 Rail Carriers - 79.01 U. S. I Canadian Mileage) 



123 

MS.2 
ASSOCIATION OF 

O^ftA TtONSAND klAINTeNANCt 0€PABrU€NT • SAF£TY AND SPECIAL SSRVICeS DIVISION 
fOLICS AHD StCURlTf SeCTIQN •   1$» L STUeet. N.W.. MASHINQTON, D.C 20036     303/393^119Ml2t 

MONTHLY STATISTICAL REPORT o( RAILROAD POUCE ACTIVITIES 

RECAP  FOR MONTH OF MARCH  1976 * 

CURBEWr MMH VUi TO PATE                          1 

ceiuiuAi REPORTS 
AWEsrs 

COHV. PIS. REPORTS 
ARRfSTS 

COM. PIS. ADULT 3UV. AiJutr JUU. 

Theft of 
Entire Trailer 1 15 1 
Theft  from 
freiqht ZtTi 1,079 102 218 203 9 3,001 306 469 464 26 
Theft  from 
Trjlleri 358 23 35 36 4 1.018 69 71 72 14 
Theft of 
Copper Hire 93 12 11 14 299 49 19 45 
Theft of 
Journdl  Brass 29 5 3 80 15 13 2 
Theft of Co»p»n» 
Property  (Ntsc.) 632 136 63 105 18 1,858 382 150 278 56 
BuryUry of 
BuUdinjs 1«8 12 33 22 449 41 68 61 
5ton(r9 
of Trains 897 8 226 149 13 1,961 16 466 337 28 
Shooting 
of Trains 65 3 17 16 1 192 9 60 54 4 
Tracli 
Obstructions 723 11 105 78 13 1,725 25 252 192 27 

Vandalism 1.734 23 193 113 4 4,666 79 413 299 24 

Trespassing 2.457 959 604 692 53 5.944 2.332 1.242 1.913 137 

GRAND TOTAL 8.216 1.294 1.505 1.431 115 2K208 3.324 3.210 JJ28_ 318 

TRESPASSERS REPORT 
t REMOVED.  NO 

ED,  WARNED 
T ARRESTED 

CURRENT    1 
HONTH      \ 

APUIT nw Vllt 

591 TC 
VEAR 

PATE 
APULT JUVENILE 

15.342 _iL 40.562 40,153 

CURCEM -IliVTH v£Aj TO an CURRENT UONTH VEAR TC PATf 

Value of 
Lading Stolen S    493.428 $1,598,989 

Value of 
Lading Recovered $226,021 $   648.270 

Vandalism 
Costs 224.305 587,676 

Vandalism 
Restitution 18,057 66,730 

Value of Companjf 
Property  Stolen 361.266 1,017,214 

Value of Company 
Property Recovered 199,352 541,891 

Value of Copper 
Hire Stolen 38,211 93.629 

Value of Copper 
Nire Recovered 8,075 20,360 

Value of Journal 
Brass Stolen 27,092 56,554 

Value of Journal 
Brass Recovered 355 3,291 

GRAND TOTAL $1,144,302 $3,354,062 GRAND TOTAL $451,860 $1,480,542 
Note:Value represents 
•  (32 Rail CaiTlers - 77.01 U. S. I Canadian Mileage) 



lai 

Mssoajir^ot Of 

MC^rrH i-T S . A . " 
«i» '•x lor- 

= : 3L»-1JL 

^ 4MI. : 
rfri ;CE ACT ..TTTES 

1                                                rjii-.- •;»-- •:U 1 
1         3>2«b. KMKTS 

*^«.i_ - 

».    JU. cncKTi 
• iTJ -;• 

4au.r, JI*. ' cm «aui- Jw»- :*•   , ns.   1 

'          :'        ^         ' f             15 1 
1             '              1 

1 

1 frtiyit :.•*» :    1.007     loe     ur    i«a      2 4.ge« «•'* £6^     112,        53 

40C:        S2,        42>         34 1.424 121 TI^     111!        18 
•<«'t »' 

i          14»;        18)           ^         1^ 44< «r 
*^  "'• 

I             li'          |i           «           ^ M 1* i    is!      s 
(          7»7       243;        »1       200         2 »    2.6S6 625 241    47a'       7?! 

;         I77|       27 1*,         33            3 626 cq 87;    ft 3 

j     1.133!       " nti      169         12 3.M4 !    }<*! n4   4*7 4ol 
S'icotx; 

1           "1         « i«t     la 245 '       IS 7S       72 !         sl 

***]         2 lOll         871 2.669 ". 3S^    271 27 

|«»UltW 2.472 32 224)      I7(j        2 7.138 '•   111] 637^    475 4S 

Tm»M&-»4 3.OSS a>« HTJ      72^       11 9.002 3.228, i.as9K.«4a 247 

[oUaC TCTJv i   10.213 1.409 1.S47] i.eoa     2: 31,421 4,733 1,757^.330 52l| 

w:^ 
C£>T   1   CL.-    , .-.;•.:.: - • u~ r 

iZL.r    \ .v,f*i.f 1 
••'>'      '     15.962:,      7,980 56,524,'     48,133| 

1                                     3JS£sT  Air- rt« re UTf ,-.i3f »T •STII HAI TC MTl 
1 «'^ 0'                  1 
|u>4<»1 Scale* S    3*1,2M $1,»S0.243 $1«S ,668 SI.033,928 

C«t» 3M.163 986.839 11 ,288 78.018 

2*0. US 1.307.899 134 zn 676.179 

3S.0M 128.697 
tJ^UC of CC50W 

8 026 28,386| 

(cast Sulm 24,7»1 81.345 
tent  0*   -i^r^v*'. 

2 725   j               6,016 

|««M0 I:TH »1.110,961 t4.46S.023 gUUO TOT*!. S341 995 1 SI.822,537! 

(Ota:   Value rapmcnts estlaiU oaljr. 
• (30 titl Carriwn - 77.31 U.S. t taMdIu mie*9e) 

KxxrrK.X*& Figures 
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ASSOCIATION OF itt»,i 

OPCMTIONSAKD MAIMTENANCe DCfAKTUCnr     SAf£Ty ANO SfCCIAL SCRVtCCS DIVISION 
POLICe ANO SECUKITYSgCTION     lUO L STReeT,tl.W.,WASHIN0T0N,D.C.200X     202/03-41 IIMIXi 

MONTHLY STATISTICAL REPORT of RAILROAD POUCE ACTIVITIES 
RECAP FOR MONTH OF MAY  1976 * 

cumitn uowTH VEAR TO PATE                          | 

CRIMIMAL REPORTS 
kvjiisri 

COHV. PIS. REPORTS 
kmSTi 

COHV. PIS. ktan JUU. APULT       lUV. 
Theft of 
Entire Trader 2 1 1 17 2            1 1 
Theft from 
freight Cars 1.064 132 242 194 16 5,072 S46|      908 806 6, 
Theft   from 
Trailers 362 35 52 39 1 1,786 156 165 160 19 
Theft of 

[copper Hire 154 32 2 15 1 602 99 30 72 1 
Theft of 
Journal  Brass 44 1 140 19 1 19 5 
Theft of Company 
Property (Hisc.) 814 240 97 183 33 3.470 M5 m 661 110 
Burylary of 
Buiidings 190 15 28 36 6 816 83 115 9 
Stoning 
of Trains 1,195 3 196 153 1 4,289 41 892 650 41 
Shooting 
of Trains ,   55 3 7 300 15 79 79 5 
Track 
Obstructions 832 15 81 65 3.501 42 434 344 27 

i/andalisfli 2,655 33 211 199 5 9,793 144 848 674 50 

Trespassing 3,021 896 641 636 186 12.023 4.124 2.500 3.276 4M 

GRAND TOTAL 10,388 1,403 1.554 1,528 249 41,809 6,136 6,311 6,858 770 
TRESPASSERS REPORT 

« REMOVED,  NO 
ED,  WARNED 
T ARRESTED 

ClrtRENT 
HtlNTH 

APULT JUfi SUE 
247 Tt 

VEAB 
PATE 

APULT 
79.^57 

juvium 
t 81.377 13,633 22 

CUHKUl •\Ct'H vEAt to PAre CURREVT KCWTH VfAR  TL-  1MT[ 

Value of 
Lading Stolen t   515.133 12.475,376 

Value of 
Lading Recovered $225,019 $1,258,957 

Vandal ism 
Costs 579,438 1,566,277 

Vandalism 
Restitution 14,255 92,273 

Value of Company 
Property Stolen 376.034 1,683,933 

Value of Company 
Property Recovered 225,053 901,232 

Value of Copper 
Wire Stolen 47.158 175.855 

Value of Copper 
Wire Recovered 5,949 34,335 

Value of Journal 
Brass Stolen 42.356 123.701 

Value of Journal 
Brass Recovered 849 6,865 

GRAND TOTAL Sl.560,119 $6,025,142 GRAND TOTAL $471,125 $2,293,662 

Note:    Value represents estimate only. 
* (30 Rail Carriers - 77.31 U.S. & Canadian Mileage) # Reflects 10.997 inadvertantly 

omitted from April  report. 
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ASSOCIATION Of 

OeenATtONS AMD IIUINT£HANC£ OfPAftrueMT     SAFtTY AMD SOCIAL S£ltVK£S D'VISJQM 

nuctAMDsecumrrsicTioN    laoL STKCET,M.W. iMSHinartm.a.c loox   xa/imiitMix 

310.2 

MONTHLY STATISTICAL REPORT of RAILROAD POUCE ACTIVITIES 
KMP F0« WHTH OF JUK 1976 

I                                                                             CUfSf.VT   *>,Tff VIAR ^C BATE                           1 

1      rsiHiMi 
1   i.-rfJTj 

com.   mi. RfPt'CTS 
mun 

row. MS.     1 I «POn-s 1 ADut: JUV. lOulT       JUV. 

Theft of 
Entire Triiler 2 19J          2|          ll 1 
Theft  fr,» 
Freight C4r$ 1.128       108 1     292 248 1       40 6.20o!      654;   1.200 1,054 109 
Theft  frw 

Ijrailp*". 
pTheft of 
1 Copper dire 

1 ._«24 ;      45 _ 

144 i      24 

67 74; 2.21 ji       2OI1       232 22^ 19 

el    16 1 
746,       123;         36 <H 1 

Theft o( 
[journal  UriSS 34 .L 4 174         261          1 ^i 5 

127 
Theft of Coppiny 
Property  (Mltc.) 728 ISO 80 148 17 

1       ! 
4.196;   1.045;      418 '»\ Bur.jUry of 

1 Buildings 171 5 35 
1 

201 9871        asi      150 14? 9 
[stoning 
1 of Trains 966 18 191 126 19 5.25sl        59|   1.083 776 60 

Shooting 
of Trains 39 17 10 1 3391        151         96 89 6 
Track 
Obstructions 797 12 62 67 2 4.2961        54I      496 411 29 

1 Vandllisn 2,597 37 249 230 22 12.3901       181|   1,097 904 72 

Trespassing 3.080 1.163 689 853 88 15.103,   5.287    3.189 4.129 S?l 

GlUUtO TOTAL 10,110 1.599 1.688 1.796 189 51.919!   7.735 7J39 _B..&54 V,0 1 

TRESPASSERS REPORTED. WARNED 
1 BC'IOVEO,  NOT ARRESTED 

ruccfvT   1 
"C-.TH       1 12,836   1    20.268 

VfAC •iputr    1 Jui'tviit 1 
82,993   1  101.645  1 

1                          rutctvi ••t:\-x "ix: -c Ci'l .t.-CEvr  n-vrH ffAC   't   9AT£   1 
Value of                 1 
Lading Stolen S   432.992 $2,908,366 

value of 
Lading Recovered 1163.836 Jl.422,793 

Vandalism 
Costs 400,42 3 

D 

— 1,966,705 
'.Mndal ISf* 
^estitLitir.n 48,212 140.485 

Value of Company 
Property Stolen    1 314.60 1,998,533 

Value of Ccyc-^ny 
Property Pecovered 169,200 1.070,432 

Value of Copper    1 
«ire Stolen 34,209 210.064 

Value of CoDwr 
Wire Recovered 3,290 37.625 

Value of Journal 
Brass Stolen 59.689 183.390 

Value of Journal 
Brass Recovered 4,564 11.429 

1 SRAflO TOTAL             1 il.?11.?» J7.2?7,W GRAXI) TOTtL $389,102 $2,682,764 

Kate:    Vtlue represents estlnite 
• (30 Rail Urrlers - 77.3t U.S. 

only. 
t CiMdlm Mileage) 
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ASSOCIATION OF 

OKRATIOMSAmMAINTeMAHCt OeMnnnCMT    SAFCTY AND SfCCIAL 51KVICCS DIVISION 
mice AMD StCUHITY StCTION •   l>X) LSTHeeT.N.W.WASHIHGrON.O.C XXOt • 2ia/233-tlllMm 

MONTHLY STATISTICAL REPORT of RAILROAD POUCE ACTIVITIES 

KECAP FOR HONTH OF JULY 1976 

1                                                                CutKEWr MOVTN VM TO PATE                         1 

CtlMINAl Rtiwrs 
WStSTS 

com. VIS. REPORTS 
ACRESTS 

cmv. BIS. Asutr JUK. ADUIT iilV. 

T(i«f t of 
Entire Iriller 1 20 2 1 1 
Theft frw 
Freight Cars l.OSS 101 176 146 14 7,258 755 1,376 1,20(1 123 

1 Theft from 
Trailers «(H 32 62 34 3 2,614 233 294 2SS 22 

Theft of 
Copper Hire 132 26 2 26 1 878 149 38 114 2 
theft of 

[journal Brass 36 2 2 210 28 3 2 5 

1 Theft of Company 
Property (Misc.) 791 153 52 117 18 4,989 1,198 470 926 145 

1 Burglary of 
Buildings 162 9 10 8 3 1.149 97 160 155 12 
Stoning 

[of Trains 7*9 7 163 140 6 6.004 66 1,246 916 66 
Shooting 
of Trains 47 2 21 19 386 17 117 lOi 6 

Tracli 
Obstructions 678 12 87 67 10 4,976 66 583 47. 39 

|vanda)isn 2,109 37 205 161 6 14,499 218 1,302 1,065 78 1 

{Trespassing 3.068 1,134 630 879 68 18,171 6,423 3,819 5,008 589 

1 GRAND TOTAL 9.235 ,517 1,410 1,597 129 61,154 9,252 9,409 10,251 1,0881 

TRESPASSERS REPORT 
t REMOVED.  NO 

ED.  UARNEO 
T ARRESTED 

CUSRfMT     1 APULT mv 
79 • TC 

VEAR 
PATE 

APULT JUUtNUE 1 
15,169 20,1 98,162 121 .824     1 

CUKtKJ   MllNTH vun re OiTi CUIUHT >WVTH vug TC PATE 

Value of 
Lading Stolen $    435,008 53,343,376 

Value of 
Lading Recovered 5162.906 51.585.699 

Vandalism 
1 Costs 241,325 2,208,030 

Vandalism 
Restitution 8,876 149,361 

Value of Company 
Property Stolen 329.675 2.328.208 

Value of Company 
Property Recovered 130,499 1,200,931 

Value of Copper 
Wire Stolen 47,157 257,221 

Value of Copper 
Uire Recovered 3,151 40,776 

Value of Journal 
Brass Stolen 59,613 243,003 

Value of Journal 
Brass Recovered 3,236 14,665   1 

1IWANO TOTAL 51,112,778 58,379,838 GRAND TOTAL 5308,668 52,991,432   1 

Note:    Vdlue represents estimate only, 
*   (30 Rail Carriers -   77.3Z U.S.   & Canadian Hlleage) 
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ASSOCIATION Of 

OrtKATIONS AND WUHrEHAMCC OCfAKTttlMT    SAFITY AMO SOCIAL SlHVtCtSD/VOIOIII 
KUCe AND StCURIiy SCCTION     t9X L STDfCT, N.W., mASHIMOTOM. O.C 20036    jaimHltlMta 

MONTHLY STATISTICAL REPORT of RAILROAD POUCE ACTIVITIES 

RECAP FOl HOirtli or AIICDST 1976 

CueSEVT UOtfTH VIAR TO OATt                           1 

CKIHIWAl R£ PORTS 
ICCfJTJ 

COW. PIS. REPOCTS 
AWtSTS 

CONV. PIS. ADULT !w. Aftiir JM. 

Theft of 
Entire Trjiler 4 24 2 1 1 
Theft from 
Freight Cars »6 8S 137 138 21 8,254 843 1,513 1.338 144 

Theft from 
Tr«llers 389 3« 52 M 1 3,003 271 3*6 297 23 

Theft of 
Copper uire 163 29 5 17 1 1,041 171 43 131 3 
Theft of 
Journal  Brass 55 4 2 

265 32 3 25 5 

Theft of Company 
Propert/  (NiscJ 7S0 150 84 144 20 5,769 1,348 554 1.070 165 

Burglary of 
Buildings IM 12 m 31 1.338 109 lao 186 12 
Stoning 
of Trains 969 U 243 162 22 6.973 77 1.489 1.078 88 
Shooting 
of Trains 90 4 16 16 6 476 21 133 124 12 
Track 
Obstructions 731 12 78 63 5 5,707 78 661 541 44 

Vandalism 2.134 45 208 186 16 16,633 263 1,510 1,251 94 

Trespassing 3.351 1.230 714 833 63 21,522 7,653 4,533 5,841 652 

GRAND TOTAL 9.851 .623 1,557 1,631 155 71.005 10,875 10,966 11,882 1,243 

TRESPASSERS REPORT 
1 REMOVED,  NO 

EO,  WARNED 
T ARRESTED 

CURRENT 
MOVTH 

ADULT JIlVEVUf VEAR 
TO PATE 

APULT juvinni 1 
15,716 19,218 U.',«!8 141 .042     1 

CUKl>n -ll'vrB VfAt  TC  OATf CURRfwr MOWTN V£AR   10   PATE 1 

Value of 
Lading Stolen $     502,159 53,845,535 

Value of 
Lading Recovered 5238,390 $1,82< .089 

Vandalism 
Costs 157.:ao 2.565.310 

Vandalism 
Pestttutton 11,918 161 ,279 

Value of Company 
Property Stolen 398.199 2.726.407 

Value of Company 
Property Recovered 167,970 1,36! ,901 

Value of Copper 
Hire Stolen A4,426 301,647 

Value of Copper 
wire Recovered 3,478 44 .254 

Value of Journal 
Brass Stolen 50,426 293,429 

Value of Journal 
Brass Recovered 2,900 1) ,565 

GRAND TOTAL $1,352,490 $9,732,328 GRAND TOTAL $424,65* $3,41( .088 

Note:    Value represents estimate only. 
• (30 Rail Carrier! - 77. 3% U. S.   Ii C*n»dl>n Mile'l*) 
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ASSOCIATION OF 

OnKATIOMS*N0 HIAINTeNANCC OefAII-meNT    SAfCrY AND SnCIAL S£KVICeS OIVISIOM 
KLICC AM) StCVKITV SICTIOM •  lOO LSTKeeT.N.W.WASHINeTOM.O.C lOOM • laOXUfltMlll 

MONTHLY STATISTICAL REPORT of RAILROAD POUCE ACTIVITIES 

326.2 

RECAF FOR HONTH OF SEPTOniER 1976 

cmmn MOKTH VEAR TO PATE                          | 

CJIMIMAl «£Piwrs 
Kmisri 

com. PIS. REPORTS 
AMESTS 

cmv. ms. ABUIT imi. APULT mil. 

Theft of 
Entire Trailer 3 3 3 27 5 I 3 1 
Theft from 
Freight Cars »6 83 168 151 7 9,250 926 1,681 1,489 151 

Theft from 
Trailers 177 7* 68 50 11 1.175 797 414 147 Ifi 
Theft of 
Copper Hire 139 21 2 18 1,180 199 45 149 3 
Theft of 
Journal  Brass 37 302 32 3 25 5 
Theft of Company 
Proper^  (Misc.) 726 141 114 185 37 6,495 1,489 668 1,235 202 

Burglary of 
Buildings 171 19 33 30 14 1,509 128 213 216 26 

Stoning 
of Trains 936 12 223 150 8 7.909 89 1.712 _L.22a 96 
Shooting 
of Trains 59 4 11 6 2 535 25 144 130 14 
Track 
Obstructions 694 4 72 74 3 6,401 82 733 615 47 

Vamlalism 2,032 31 178 124 13 18,665 294 1,688 1,375 107 

Trespassing 3.783 978 615 949 46 25.305 8.631 5.148 6.790 

GRAND TOTAL 9.948 1.322 1.484 1.740 143 80.953 12.197 12.450 13.622 1,386 

TRESPASSERS REPORT 
t REHOVEO,  NO 

ED, WARNED 
T ARRESTED 

CURREIVT 
HOVTH 

ADULT JiMillE /EAR 
TO DATE 

AOULT lunuMi 
15, 358 17,329 128,236 158,371 

CUBCEVT  MOVTK "EAS Tl) OATt CURRENT UOVTH VEAR TO PATE 

Value of 
Lading Stolen *    945,477 $ 4,791.012 

Value of 
Lading Recovered S219, 794 82,043,883 

Vandalism 
Costs 378,529 2,943,839 

Vandalisxi 
Restitution 46, 299 207,578 

Value of Company 
Pr^ert^ Stolen 386.433 3.112.640 

Value of Company 
Property Recovered 225. 145 1,594,046 

Value of Copper 
Wire Stolen 42,357 344,004 

Value of Copper 
Wire Recovered '. 677 51,931 

Value of Journal 
Brass Stolen 54,003 347,432 

Value of Journal 
Brass Recovered 477 18,042 

GRAND TOTAL $1,806,799 511,539,127 GRAND TOTAL 5499, 392 S3,915.480 

Note:    Vdlue represents estinute only. 
• (30 Rail CarrUra - 77.31 U.S. 4 CaudUin Hlluge^ 
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ASSOCIATION Of 

(ycM rioMs AMD uAUfnxMKf offAiintrtiT   SAfrrr AMO sncuti st^vias OIYOJOM 
miaAMDstcumrrSfCTiOM   iSKLincrr. xw. mASmmroH. oc xaM   ZWBJ^IUMISI 

MONTHLY STATISTICAL. REPORT of RAIL.ROAO POUCE ACTIVITIES 

RECAP FOR MONTH CF OCTOBER 1976 

CUSJtW HOVTH YIM 70 MTI                          1 

csimwi UKKTS 
iXKSTS 

CtM. PIS. KKHTS 
txKsrs 

com/. ms. 4SLLT ]W. WILT      3M. 

Theft of 
Entlrt Trailer 1 29 i 1 3 I 
Theft fro- 
Freijht Cjrs 1,076 80 U7 121 10 10,326 1.006 1,828 1,610 161 

Theft f'0» 
Trailers 377 30 70 35 3,752 327 *S* 382 36 

Theft of 
Capper Hire 100 16 * 6 1.2*0 215 »t 155 3 
Theft of 
Journal  ftrass » 1 1 331 33 3 25 6 
Theft of Cocpjnj 
("ropert/  (Nisc.} 676 »5 5* »9 16 7,169 1,5M 722 1,354 U8 
Burglary of 
•uildings 17B 13 16 19 1.667 1*1j      329 235 26 

Stoning 
of Triins 16 lU IW 11 6.763 105 1.89* 1.358 107 
SKootins 
of Trains 71 5 15 20 613 30 159 150 14 
Track 
Obstructions 753 li 66 65 s 7,15* 97 799 680 52 

(andallsa 1,723 33 192 161 t 20,3«« 327 1,880 1,536 U5 

Trespassing 2.BO? 707 639 9«1 56 2B.U2 9.338 5.787 7.731 754 

StMD TCTtl. B.tSl 1.011 1.365 1,597 107 89.604 13.208 13.835 15.219 1.493 

TKSPASSESS StPWT 
I »£>erED.  HC 

EC. uunic 
" «M£STE: If 

S£»T    L «^,:T      .•,.•• S: if -. out 
tun 

tOlLT JMiklLl 
VTN 15,451     1    21,524 143,687 179,895 

r„K£».T i-^r* r-« T; wrf cxstKT lann na Tc MTt 
laliie of 
Lading Sulc* »    4t2,BSS S S.273,667 

»»lje of 
Lading Recovend $298.B70 $2.3*2.753 

VaMaliSB 
Costs tn^,11« »   1«   77« 

VantSaHss 
9estit:.tion 17,953 225,531 

Value of Cospanjt 
Proeertjr Stolen 391. i» 3.306.430 

Value of Conpawy 
Property 5e<o«ered 253.820 1,8*7,86* 

«alM of Copper 
wire Stolen S*.7»7 3M,aai 

Value of Ccpoer 
yire Seto.ered 5,676 57.607 

Valkie of Journal 
Brass Sulen U.SM 3»S,M1 

Value of Journal 
Brass aecovered 1,01* 19.056 

SWMO TOTAL ?1,3»«,7»0 }12,»25,6*7 3U.<C TOTH »577,3J3 »*,*92,813 

•ot*:    V«1uc rcprcs<nts estlMitc oaljr. 
•    (30 bU Ccrrlan - 77.3X V.S. k rm^tin UlMce) 



131 

ASSOCIATION OF 

OnHATIONS AND MAINTINANCC DCfAnTUCNT     SAfCTY AND SfCCIAL SIKVICCS DIVISION 
mice AND secuniTY sccTioN   isxLSTKecT.NMi..WASHINGTON, o.cxxae   XO/imiJ9Mllt 

MONTHLY STATISTICAL REPORT of RAIUROAD POLICE ACTIVITIES 

RECAP FOR MONTH OF NOVEMBER 1976 

CURHENT UOKTH VEAR TO BATE                          | 

MIMIMAI REPORTS 
AWEsrs 

COW. BIS. REPORTS 
uaiisTS 

COWl*. PIS. ABULT 3W. AftjLf Jw. 
Theft of 
Entire Trailer 3 32 5 1 3 1 
Theft from 
Freight Cjrs 1,013 79 136 137 11 11,341 1,085 1,964 1,747 172 

Theft from 
Trailers 598 25 24 31 1 4,350 352 508 413 37 

Theft of 
Copper Hire 9* 13 11 27 1,374 228 60 182 3 
Theft of 
Journal Brass 19 1 1 350 34 3 26 6 
Theft of Company 
Property  (Kisc.l 625 96 43 122 13 7,794 1,680 765 1,476 231 
Burglary of 
Buildings lii^ n 11 7? 1 l,Ri? ISA »4? 7^7 77 
Stoning 
of Trains lit 9 133 89 3 9.509 114 2.027 1.147 110 
Shooting 
of Trains 66 3 19 20 2 679 33 178 170 16 
Tracic 
Obstructions 573 13 79 69 I 7,727 110 878 749 53 

Vandalism l,9ia 22 162 110 14 22,301 349 2,042 1,646 129 

Trespassing 2,862 661 547 790 25 30.974 9,999 6.334 8.521 779 

GRAND TOTAL 8,669 935 1,167 1,418 71 98,273 14,143 15,002 16,637 1.564 

TRESPASSERS REPORT 
t REMOVED. NO 

ED, IMRNED 
T ARRESTED 

CURI!f»fr 
iKmn 

APUIT JIOTVUE VEAR 
rO PATE 

ABULT JWEWUE 
13,529 14.207 157,216 194,102 

CMUUT 'IC'dTH V£At TO WT£ CUtetNT. XOVTH V£AR TO DATE 

Value of 
Lading Stolen $    591,811 $5,865,678 

Value of 
Lading Recovered 8270,857 $2,613,610 

Vanda1i sm 
Costs 1,911,191 5,   263,969 

Vandalism 
Restitution 37,824 263,355 

Value of Company 
Property Stolen 259.436 3.763.866 

Value of Company 
Property Recovered 133,870 1.981.736 

Value of Copper 
Ulre Stolen 28,396 427,197 

Value of Copper 
Mire Recovered 4,470 62,077 

Value of Journal 
Brass Stolen 21,226 417,217 

Value of Journal 
Brass Recovered 3,503 22,559 

GRAND TOTAL $2,812,060 115,737,927 GRAND TOTAL $450,524 $4,943,337 

Note:    Value represents estimate only. 

*  (30 BAII C«rrl«Ta - 77.3Z U.S. t Canadian Mlloage) 
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ASSOCIATION OF 

OnBATlOmANO UAINTCNANCe OCfAIITUCNT    SAFCTY AND SKCIAL iCnVICCS DIVISION 
KLICe AND SCCUKITY SICTION     lOO L STnceT.MM.HASHIMeTOM. OC. lOOX    a»/7M-«I (»X»J» 

MONTHLY STATISTICAL REPORT o( RAILROAD POUCE ACTIVITU3 

RECAP FOR MONTfl OF DECEMBER 1976 

337.2 

CUSVCtn UMTH VtAR TO DATE                          1 

CmUlHAL REPORTS 
imSTS 

com. PIS. REPORTS 
AWtSTS 

COM. PIS. lOULT JW. 4PULT JUV. 

Theft of 
Entire Trailer 32 5 1 1 1 
Theft  from 
Freight Cars 1,026 79 87 133 20 12,367 1.164 2.051 1.880 192 
Theft  from 
Trailers 590 36 13 32 2 4,940 388 521 44^ 39 
Theft of 
Copper Hire 7a 8 8 1,452 236 60 19d 3 
Theft of 
Journal  Brass 24 4 4 374 38 3 30 6 
Theft of Company 
Property  (Misc.) 5*1 96 76 135 13 8,335 1,776 841 1,611 244 
Burglary of 
Buildings 176 19 15 33 2 2,018 173 257 290 29 
Stoning 
of Trains 4«J 5 77 •9 3 9.9U lio ?,in4 1 ,<« 1M 
Shooting 
of Trains 5a 3 23 18 737 36 201 188 16 
Track 
Obstructions «2« 7 37 35 4 8,151 117 915 784 57 

Vandalism 1,421 17 71 61 15 23,722 366 2.113 1.707 144 

Trespassing 2.*a5 872 327 662 34 33.459 

GRAND TOTAL 7.268 'fl^f, 726 1.210 93 105.541 17.847 i,657_ 

TRESPASSESS REPORT 
» REMOVED,  NO 

ED, WARNED 
T ARRESTED 

fURREWT AHULT M! 
t45 rc 

VEAR 
PATE 

APUIT JU«KILE 
UOVTH 13,118 9, 170.334 203.547 

CUSCtnT •li'\TH HAS TO CATC CURREVT UOHTH V£*R TO PATE 

Value of 
Lading Stolen $    667,198 $  6,532,876 

Value of 
Lading Recovered S3*6,573 $2,980,183 

Vanda 11 sm 
Costs 260,308 5,524.277 

Vandalism 
Restitution 9,213 272,568 

Value of Company 
Property  Stolen 265.603 4.029.469 

Value of Company 
Property Recovered 107,697 2,089,433 

Value of Copper 
yire stolen 31,842 459,039 

Value of Copper 
Hire Recovered 4.354 46.431 

Value of Journal 
Brass Stolen 43,741 460,958 

Value of Journal 
Brass Recovered 3,013 25,572 

SRAND TOTAL $1,268,692 517,006,619 GRAND TOTAL $490,850 $5,434,187 

Note:    Value represents estlnxate 

*  (30 lUll Carrlara - 77.3X U.S. 

only. 

fc Canadian Mileage) 

H^ /d ;v < 
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